1953

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The resolution, as amended, was
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service, or any duly.author-
ized subcommittee thereof, is authorized and
directed to conduct a thorough study and
investigation with respect to the following
matters:

(1) Postal gates and charges In relation to
the reasonable cost of handling the several
classes of mail matter and special services,
with due allowances in each class for the
care required, the degree of preferment, pri-
ority in handling, and economic value of the
services rendered and the public interest
served thereby.

(2) The extent to which expenditures now
charged to the Post Office Department for
the following items should be excluded in
considering costs for the several classes of
mail matter and speclal services:

(A) Expenditures for free postal services;

(B) Expenditures in excess of revenues for
international postal services;

(C) Expenditures for subsidies for postal
gervices pursuant to law or legislative policy
of Congress;

(D) Expenditures in excess of revenues,
pursuant to the act of June 5, 1930 (39 U. 8. C.
793), not enumerated in the preceding sub-
paragraphs (A), (B), or (C);

(E) Expenditures for services of any char-
acter not otherwise enumerated herein which
may be performed for other departments and
agencies of the Government; and

(F) Expenditures which may be justified
only on a national welfare basis and not
primarily as a business function.

(3) Expenditures for the Post Office De-
partment by other Government agencles
which should be considered in connection
with the cost for the handling of the several
classes of mail matter and special services,
guch as =mployees’ retirement, use of Gov-
ernment buildings, and maintenance sel:vlces.

(4) The extent, if any, to which Post Office
Department expenditures in excess of reve-
nue, for its various services and for the han-
dling of various classes of mail, are justified
as being in the public interest.

(5) The costs of handling, transporting,
and distributing the several classes of mail,
and procedures whereby such costs can be
reduced through improvements in methods
and equipment.

(6) Other matters relating to the improve-
ment of the postal system.

The committee shall report to the Senate
not later than January 31, 1954, the results
of its study and investigation under this
resolution, together with such recommenda-
tions as it may deem advisable.

Sec. 2. (a) For the purpose of this reso-
lution, the committee, or any duly authorized
subcommittee thereof, is authorized to em-
ploy upon a temporary basis such technical,
clerical, and other assistants as it deems ad-
visable, and, with the consent of the head of
the department or agency concerned, to
utilize the reimbursable services, informa-
tion, facilities, and personnel of any of the
departments or agencies of the Government
of the United States.

(b) The committee Is authorized to ap-
point an advisory council of not more than
10 persons which may include representa-
tives of the general public, representative
users of the mails, members of accounting,
management, and engineering firms, postal
experts, representatives of postal employee
organizations, and, with special reference to
ratemaking in their flelds, representatives of
public transportation and distribution or-
ganizations. The functions of the council
shall be to assist the committee in the
studies and investigations authorized by this
resolution. The council shall meet at such
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times and places as may be authorized by the
committee. -

(c) The expenses of the committee under
this resolution, which shall not exceed $100,-
000, shall be paid from the contingent fund
of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the
chairman of the committee.

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I move that
the Senate adjourn until Monday next
at 12 o’clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at
5 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until Monday, March 9,
1953, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the

Senate March 6, 1953:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Robert D. Murphy, of Wisconsin, a Foreign
SBervice officer of the class of career minister,
now Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipo-
tentiary to Japan, to be an Assistant Secre-
tary of State.

DIrLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE

John M. Allison, of Nebraska, a Foreign
Service officer of class 1, to be Ambassador
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Japan.

UNITED NATIONS

Mrs. Lorena B. Hahn, of Nebraska, to be
the representative of the United States of
America on the Commission on the Status of
Women of the Economic and Soclal Council
of the United Nations for a term expiring
December 31, 1955.

CounciL oF EcoNOMIC ADVISERS

Arthur F, Burns, of New York, to be a
member of the Council of Economic Advisers.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate March 6, 1953:

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Harry N. Routzohn, of Ohio, to be Solicitor
for the Department of Labor.

DisTrRICT OF COLUMBIA REDEVELOPMENT LAND
AGENCY

Richard R. Atkinson to be a member of the
District of Columbia Redevelopment Land
Agency, for a term of 5 years, eflective on and
after March 4, 1953.

IN THE ARMY

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment in the Army of the United
States to the grades indicated under the
provisions of subsection 515 (c) of the Officer
Personnel Act of 1947:

To be brigadier generals

Col. Claude Monroe McQuarrie, 012830.

Col. William Lenoir Wilson, 016950, Medi-
cal Corps.

Col. Emil Lenzner, 0O15810.

Col. William Joseph Bradley, O15267.

Col. Ralph Morris Osborne, O16399.

Col. Wallace Hayden Barnes, 016426,

Col. George Edward Martin, O16802.

Col. Philip DeWitt Ginder, O16904.

Col. Louis Theilmann Heath, O18060.

Col. Edwin Rudolph Petzing, O8463.

Col. Charles Harold Royce, O15769.

Col. Paul Maurice Seleen, 016139.

Col. Ralph Copeland Cooper, O17741.

Col. Eugene Fodrea Cardwell, O38662.

Col. Egbert Wesley Van Delden Cowan,
011744, Dental Corps. -

Col. Willis Richardson Slaughter, 05296,

Col. William Lawrence Kay, 010349,

Col. Harrison Shaler, 012080.

Col. John Battle Horton, 0O15150.
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Col. Stanhope Brasfield Mason, 017295.

Col. Robert William Porter, Jr., 018048,

Col. Derrill McCollough Daniel, 029500,

Col. George Andrew Rehm, 012772,

Col. Louis Holmes Ginn, Jr., 017341,

Col. James Stewart Willis, 015607.

Col. Holger Nelson Toftoy, 016422, .

Col. Frank Coffin Holbrook, 016654,

Col. Max Sherred Johnson, 016745,

Col. Robert Highman Booth, 018093,

Col. Willlam White Dick, Jr., 018384,

Col. Earle Gilmore Wheeler, O18715.

Col, William Childs Westmoreland, 020223.

Col. Louis Watkins Prentiss, 014672,

Col. Francis Elliot Howard, O16776.

Col. George Edward Lynch, O17715.

Col. Theodore William Parker, O18369.

Col. Charles Edward Hoy, 0185586,

Nore—Above-named officers were ap-
pointed during the recess of the Senate.

INn THE Navy

Eleanor M. Hahn to be a lieutenant in the
Nurse Corps in the Navy.

WITHDRAWALS

Executive nominations withdrawn
from the Senate March 6, 1953:
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Walter J. Cummings, Jr., of Illinois, to be
Solicitor General of the United States.
PosT OFFICE DEPARTMENT

William J. Bray, of Connecticut, to be
Assistant Postmaster General.

e
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The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O God, from whom all noble desires
and all good counsels do proceed, rise
mercifully with the morning upon our
darkened hearts. In this tragic and
tangled world we are conscious of our
woeful inadequacy to sit in the seats of
judgment, to balance the seales of justice
and to respond with equity to the myriad
calls of human need. In this forum of a
people’s hope wilt Thou crown the delib-
erations with spacious thinking and with
sympathy for all mankind, multitudes of
whom are bound by the shackles of
tyranny. Facing questions which con-
front us and almost confound us, quick-
en in us, we beseech Thee, every noble
impulse and dedicate to Thy glory and
for human good our best endeavors;
transform every task into a throne of
service, and sanctify this new week of
labor in the ministry of public affairs
with the benediction of Thy approval.
We ask it in the dear Redeemer’s name.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. TaFT, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Jour-
nal of the proceedings of Friday,
March 6, 1953, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the

Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
taries.
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (H. R. 2230) to amend the
act of June 23, 1949, as amended, to re-
move the monthly limitations on official
long-distance telephone calls and offi-
cial telegrams of Members of the House
of Representatives without affecting the
annual limitation on such telephone calls
and telegrams, and it was signed by the
Vice President.

BOARD OF REGENTS OF SMITH-
SONIAN INSTITUTION

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
appoints the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
TarT] as a member of the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution, in
lieu of the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Georce], who has tendered his resigna-
tion as a member of the Board.

MEMBER OF COMMITTEE INVESTI-
GATING EFFECTIVENESS OF FOR-
EIGN INFORMATION PROGRAMS

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to
Senate Resolution 44, extending the au-
thority for the investigation with respect
to the effectiveness of foreign informa-
tion programs, the Chair appoints the
Senator from Alabama [Mr, HiLL] as a
member of that committee.

MEMBER OF FEDERAL RECORDS
COUNCIL
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
appoints J. Mark Trice, Secretary of the
Senate, as a member of the Federal Rec-
ords Council, vice Leslie L. Biffle.

CORRECTION OF COMMITTEE HEAR-
ING TRANSCRIPT

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that a correction be
made about two-thirds of the way down
page 40 of the hearings of the Senate
Committee on Banking and Currency.
Where the transcript of the hearings in-
dicates that the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. MaYBANK] made a certain
statement, the name of the speaker
should have been printed as “Senator
PAYNE.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the correction will be made.

Mr., CAPEHART. I have received a
letter from the American Council on
Human Rights which I should like to
read, because that organization likewise
desires that a correction be made. The
letter reads as follows:

AMERICAN CoUNCIL oN HumMaN RIGHTS,
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1953.
Hon. HoMmER E. CAFEHART,

Chairman, Committee on Banking and
Currentcy, Senale Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR SENATOR CAPEHART: The printed rec-
ord of the hearings on the nomination of
Albert B. Cole contains an error which I here-
with call to your attention.

On page 34 at the beginning of my testi-
mony the record states, “We are not here
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approving him, * * *" T really sald, “We
are not iere opposing him, * * **

Will you kindly file this letter with the
official record in the event any question
arises?

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,
ELmer W. HENDERSON, Director.

Mr. CAPEHART. I ask unanimous
consent that the letter may be printed
in the body of the Recorp, and the cor-
rection made in the report of the
hearings.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the correction will be made.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

REePORT oN CONSTRUCTION OF POTENTIAL BRrA-
2IEL DAM AND RESERVOIR, NEBR.

A letter from the Under Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a
report of the Department of the Interior on
a plan for the construction of the potential
Braziel Dam and Eeservoir, Nebr.—supple-
mental works for the Fort Laramie division,
North Platte project, Wyoming-Nebraska
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

ADMISSION OF DISPLACED PERSONS—
WITHDRAWAL OF NAME

A letter from the Commissioner, Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, withdrawing the name of Chie-
Yuan Chen from a report transmitted to the
Senate on January 15, 1952, pursuant to sec-
tion 4 of the Displaced Persons Act of 1948,
as amended, with a view to the adjustment
of her immigration status (with an accom-
panying paper); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

REPORT oF EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF
WASHINGTON

A letter from the Vice Chalrman, Export-
Import Bank of Washington, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the 15th semiannual report
of that bank for the perlod July-December
1952 (with an accompanying report); to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

ProrosEp AMENDMENTS OF COMMUNICATIONS
Act or 1934

A letter from the Chairman of the Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting
proposed amendments to the Federal Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

LIFESAVING APPLIANCES FOR CERTAIN MERCHANT
VESSELS

A letter from the Commandant, United
States Coast Guard, transmitting, pursuant
to law, two coples of part II of the daily
issue of the Federal Register dated October
18, 1952, relating to the revision of the rules
and regulations governing lifesaving appli-
ances for r:erchant vessels operating on the
oceans, Great Lakes, and bays, sounds, and
lakes other than the Great Lakes, as well
as for foreign vessels carrying passengers
from the United States (with accompanying
documents); to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

REPORT ON BORROWING AUTHORITY

A letter from the Acting Director, Execu-
tive Office of the President, Office of Defense
Mobilization, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report on borrowing authority, for the
quarter ended December 31, 1952 (with an
accompanying report); to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

March 9

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc.,, were laid before the
Senate, or presented, and referred as in-
dicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:

A resolution of the General Assembly of
the State of Rhode Island; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary:

“House Resolution 601

“Resolution memorializing Congress with re-
spect to the enactment of Fgderal laws to
insure equal opportunity for employment,
security of persons, full and equal partici-
pation in the Nation's political life and
strengthening of the administrative ma-
chinery for the protection of civil rights

“Whereas the Democratic Party in its plat-
form, adopted July 24, 1952, promised to
continue efforts to eradicate discrimination
through Federal as well as State and local
action, advocating Federal laws to insure
‘equal opportunity for employment,’ ‘secu-
rity of persons,’ ‘full and equal participation
in the Nation's political life,” and strength-
ening of ‘the administrative machinery for
the protection of civil rights’; and

“Whereas the Republican platform,
adopted July 10, 1952, declared that while
‘primary responsibility’ lies with the States,
‘the Federal Government should take sup-
plemental action * * * to oppose discrimin-
atlon agalnst race, religion, or national ori-
gin’; and

“Whereas it 1s evident that neither party
should be allowed to forget the importance
of its stand on civil rights made at a time
when each was endeavoring to obtain the
support of the American voter, since both
parties have promised to make advances in
this vital sphere of domestic action, which
has such an important impact on our foreign
relations; and

“Whereas it iIs imperative that pressures
never be relaxed to secure these rights of
which the Federal Constitution that gave
birth to our Nation speaks so movingly; and

“Whereas, although much progress has
been made, it is also obvious that much re-
mains to be accomplished; and

“Whereas a group of distinguished Sen-
ators headed by Mr. HuMPHREY and includ-
ing Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr, LEHMAN, Mr. MAGNUSON,
Mr. Morsg, Mr. MURRAY, Mr. NEELY, and Mr.
PasTORE, have caused to be introduced in
the Senate of the United States seven bills
and a concurrent resolution dealing with
various aspects of the civil-rights questions,
based upon the famous 1947 report of the
President's Committee on Civil Rights, which
report still stands as the yardstick for leg-
islation on the subject; and

“Whereas these bills according to the state=
ment accompanying. them in the CoNGrREs-
s1oNaAL REecorp contain proposals to make
lynching a Federal crime, to provide penal-
ties for discrimination in interstate trans-
portation, outlawing the poll tax as a condi-
tion of voting, to reorganize the Depart-
ment of Justice for the protection of civil
rights, to protect the right to political par-
ticipation, to strengthen the laws relating to
convict labor, peonage, slavery and involun-
tary servitude, to amend and supplement ex-
isting civil-rights statutes, and to establish
a joint congressional committee on elvil
rights: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the Rhode Island Gen-
eral Assembly, being in full accord with the
broad program for eivil rights that is the ob-
Jective of Senate 462, Senate 463, Senate 464,
Senate 465, Senate 466, Senate 467, and Sen-
ate 468, now pending in Congress and real-
izing that this program is fully consistent
with the traditions of our democracy, re-
spectfully requests the Congress of the
United States to enact sald proposed bills;
and be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state be
and he is hereby authorized to transmit duly
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certified copies of this resolution to the pre-
siding officer of each body in Congress and
to the Senators and Representatives from
Rhode Island in said Congress with special
request to the Rhode Island Members that
each should work for the passage of the
aforementioned bills,”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of South Dakota; to the Com-
mittee on Finance:

“Senate Concurrent Resolution 16

“Concurrent resolution memorializing the
Congress of the United States to amend
the Internal Revenue Code, or Federal tax
laws, to eliminate the tax on admissions
to grandstands, concessions, and amuse-
ments operated by county fairs

“Be it resolved by the Senate of the State
of South Dakota (the House of Representa-
tives concurring therein):

“Whereas there are in operation in the
United States numerous county fairs, which
are essential to community life, particularly
beneficial and educational to those engaged
in agriculture, and have become a tradition
in the life and development ©f agricultural
communities; and

“Whereas such county fairs are so oper-
ated and conducted that no part of the net
earnings inure to the benefit of any stock-
holders or members of the associations con-
ducting the same, and proceeds from ad-
missions, or other income of such fairs, are
used exclusively for the improvement, main-
tenance, and operation of such fairs, and

‘“Whereas the Internal Revenue Code, or
Federal tax laws, have been interpreted as
providing for the imposition and collection
of a tax on all admissions to grandstands,
concessions, and amusements used or con-
ducted by county fairs where a charge for
admission is made; and

“Whereas, such tax is an additional item
of expense to be borne by such county
fairs, which seriously affects not only the
continuance of such fairs in some instances,
but also the ability to improve and main-
tain such fairs in the manner demanded by
the public: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the Senate of the State of
South Dakota, the House of Representatives
concurring therein, do memorialize the Con-
gress of the United States to amend the pres-
ent Internal Revenue Code, or Federal tax
laws, by exempting from admission taxes the
admissions to grandstands, concessions, and
other amusements used or conducted by
county fairs; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this resolution
be transmitted to United States Senators
EarL Munpr and Francis Case and to Mem-
bers of Congress HaroLp O. Lovee and E. Y.
Berry, and to the presiding officers of the
United States Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives,

“Rex TERRY,
“Lieutenant Governor,
President of the Senate.
“HoBART H. GATES,
“Speaker of the House.
“NieLs P. JENSEN,
“Seeretary of Senate.
“W. J. MATSON,
“Chief Clerk.”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the Btate of North Dakota; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce:

“Senate Concurrent Resolution N

*“Concurrent resolution urging appointment
of Hon. Elmer W. Cart as a member of
Interstate Commerce Commission
“Be it resolved by the Senate of the State

of North Dakota (the House of Representa-

tives concurring therein):
“Whereas it appearing that there are two
appointments to be made by the President of
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the United States to the Interstate Com-
merce Commission; and
“Whereas it appearing that the Honorable
Elmer W. Cart, president of the North Da-
kota Public Service Commission, is being
considered for such appointment; and
“Whereas the said Elmer W. Cart is a North
Dakota farm owner, and is a past member of
the North Dakota House of Representatives;
whereas, he has had over 10 years’ experience
as a public-service commissioner of this
State, over 4 years of experience as a practi-
tioner before the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission in matters involving rates and serv-
ices of transportation agencies; whereas, he
is a member of the Association of Interstate
Commerce Commission Practitioners, a mem-
ber of the executive committee of the Na-
tional Association of Railroad and Utilities
Commissioners, and president of the Mid-
west Conference of Rallroad and Utilities
Commissioners, he is deemed eminently
qualified for appointment to the Interstate
Commerce Commission: Therefore be it
“Resolved by the senate of this 33d legis-
lative assembly (the house of representatives
concurring therein), That the President of
the United States is hereby respectfully
memorialized and urged to appoint Hon.
Elmer W. Cart as a member of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, and that the Senate
confirm said appointment when and if made;
be it further
“Resolved, That the Senators and Repre-
sentatives of the State of North Dakota in
the Congress of the United States be re-
quested to put forth every honorable effort
to secure said appointment and confirma-
tion; and be it further
“Resolved, That copies of this resolution
be forwarded forthwith by the secretary of
state to the President of the United States,
the President of the Senate, the chairman of
the Senate Committee on Interstate and For-
elgn Commerce, to the Senators and Repre-
sentatives in Congress from the State of
North Dakota, and the chairman of the Re-
publican National Committee.
“C. P. DAHL,
“President of the Senate.
“EDWARD LENO,
“Secretary of the Senate.
“WaLTER BUBEL,
“Speaker of the House.
“V. L. GILBREATH,
“Chief Clerk of the House.”

A resolution of the House of Representa-
tives of the State of Arizona; to the Com-
mittee on Finance:

“House Memorial 7

“Memorial relating to the Federal excise tax
on ladies’ handbags
“To the Congress of the United States:

“Your memorialist respectfully repre-
sents:

“The Federal excise tax on ladies’ handbags
was imposed during World War II to restrict
consumer purchases and to keep basic raw
materials, then in short supply, primarily
available for war use.

“Neither reason for continuing this tax
exists any longer. None of the materials
used In the manufacture of handbags is in
short supply.

“Consumer resistance to the tax has re-
sulted in unemployment and business fail-
ures of manufacturers and retailers of
handbags.

“The tax on handbags is economically and
socially unjustifiable. It is a tax on a com-
modity that is definitely a necessity. It isan
inequitable and discriminatory tax in that
it falls on women only who pay the tax.

“Wherefore your memorialist, the House
of Representatives of the State of Arizona,
prays that the Congress repeal the excise tax
on ladies’ handbags.”
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A joint resolution of the Legislature of
the State of Idaho; to the Committee on
Finance:

“House Joint Memorial 4
“To the Honorable Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States in
Congress assembled:

“We, your memorialists, the Legislature of
the State of Idaho, respectfully represent
that—

“Whereas the Federal Government present-
1y derives over $2 billion annually from au-
tomotive excise taxes of which about $800
million is from fuel tax, originally imposed
as emergency taxes during the depression
period, increasing during World War II and
increased again in 1951; and

“Whereas thé imposition of these Federal
taxes is an infringement on the tax source
originally reserved to the States for the de-
velopment of their highways and is counter
to the expressed policy of the Federal Gov-
ernment; and .

“Whereas the critical inadequacy of im-
portant segments of our highways has cre-
ated a virtual erisis for highway transpor-
tation which is as critical as any emergency
facing our country today; and

“Whereas the State of Idaho is in need of
additional revenues for the construction and
maintenance of its highways, but is experi-
encing extreme difficulty in its efforts to ob-
tain additional revenue needed for this pur-
pose because of the magnitude of the exist-
ing overall tax burden now imposed upon
the motor-using public: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the 32d legislative as-
sembly of the State of Idaho most urgent.y
pray that the Federal Government retire
immediately from the field of motor fuel tax-
ation and as soon as possible repeal all of the
Federal automotive excise taxes; be it fur-
ther

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Idaho be authorized and he is
hereby directed to immediately forward certi-
fied copies of this memorial to the Senate
and House of Representatives of the United
States of America and to the Senators and
Representatives in Congress from this State.

“This joint memorial passed the house on
the 17th day of February 1953.

“R. H. Young, Jr.,

*Speaker of the House of Representatives.

“This joint memorial passed the senate
on the 26th day of February 1953.

“Epson H, DAL,
“President of the Senate.

“I hereby certify that the within house
Joint memorial 4 originated in the house of
representatives during the 32d session of the
Legislature of the State of Idaho,

“PAT WELKER,
“Chief Clerk of the House
of Representatives.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Idaho; to the Committee on the
Judiciary:

“House Joint Memorial 2
“To the Honorable Senate and House of Rep=
resentatives of the Unilted States in
Congress Assembled:

“We, your memorialists, the Legislature of
the State of Idaho, assembled in its 32d
sesslon, do respectiully represent that—

“Whereas the United States has a sacred
trust to defend liberty wherever it can in
the world, and, even more important, to pre-
serve and protect it in the United States;
and

‘“Whereas preservation of civil rights under
the Constitution and the Bill of Rights is of
paramount importance; and

“Whereas the Constitution of the United
States provides that the terms of any treaty
between the United States and any foreign
nation shall be the supreme law of the land;
and
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“Whereas the United States has become
involved in many and complex treaties, com=-
pacts, and international agreements which
could threaten our civil rights and the free-
dom and liberty guaranteed by the United
States Constitution and the Bill of Rights:
Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the 32d session of the Legislature in the
State of Idaho (the Senate concurring), That
we hereby urge upon the Congress of the
United States to pass House Joint Resolu-
tion 57, introduced in the United States
House of Representatives in the 83d Con-
gress, proposing an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States, as follows:

* *ARTICLE —

*‘Section 1. Treaties made under the au-
thority of the United States and interna-
tional agreements entered into by the Presi-
dent or by any other officer or agency of the
United States shall be void to the extent
that they abridge, abrogate, nullify, subordi-
nate, or interfere with any and all of the
rights and freedoms guaranteed to citizens
of the United States by the Constitution of
the United States,

“‘Spc. 2. This article shall be inopera-
tive unless it shall have been ratified as an
amendment to the Constitution by the legis-
latures of three-fourths of the several States
within 7 years from the date of its submis-
sion'; be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Idaho be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to send copies of
this joint memorial to the President of the
United States and to the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States.

“This joint memorial passed the house on
the 14th day of February 1953.

“R. H. Youwe, Jr.,
“Speaker of the House of Representatives.

*“This joint memorial passed the senate on
the 23d day of February 1953.
“EpsoN H. DEAL,
“President of the Senate.

“I hereby certify that the within House
Joint Memorial 2 originated in the house of
representatives during the 32d session of the
Legislature of the State of Idaho.

“Par WELKER,
“Chief Clerk of the House
of Representatives.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
Territory of Hawail; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs:

“Joint Resolution 1

*Joint resolution requesting the Congress to
admit Hawail as a State

“Whereas the 83d Congress of the United
Btates of America has before it for con-
sideration legislation to enable Hawaii to
form a state government and to enter the
Union as a new State; and

“Whereas such legislation Is the culmina-
tion of decades of application by the people
of Hawall for admission as a State, and of
increasing progress in achieving this goal;
and

“Whereas both the Senate and the House
of Representatives of the Congress have
separately and jointly held exhaustive hear-
ings on the question of statehood for Hawaii,
resulting in favorable reports in every in-
stance; and

“Whereas the House of Representatives
passed legislation to make Hawall a State
during the 80th Congress, and again during
the 81st Congress, and the Senate Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs reported
such legislation favorably to the floor of the
Senate during the 8lst Congress and during
the 82d Congress; and

“Whereas both the Republican and Demo-
cratic national platforms of 1952 unequivo-
cally supported statehood for Hawali; and
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‘“Whereas President Dwight D. Eisenhower
has stated and reiterated his approval of
immediate statehood for Hawall; and

“Whereas the Territory of Hawall has been
an organized territory of the United States
of America for more than half a century, and
the people of Hawaii are entitled to a deci-
sion by the Congress as to their aspirations
for statehood :Now, therefore, be it

“Enacted by the Legislature of the Terri=-
tory of Hawaii:

“Secrion 1. The Congress of the United
States of America is hereby respectfully re-
gquested and petitioned to give immediate
consideration to the legislation now pending
in the said Congress to enable Hawaii to
become a State and to admit Hawail to the
Union as a State without further delay.

“Sec. 2. This legislature does hereby re-
affirm, reassert, and restate the desire and
demand of the people of the Territory of
Hawail for admission to the Union as a
State.

“Sec. 3. Duly certified coples of this joint
resolution shall be forwarded to the Presi-
dent of the United States, the President of
the Senate of the United States, the Speaker
of the House of Representatives of the United
States, the Chairman of the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs of the sald Sen-
ate, the Chairman of the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs of said House of
Representatives, the Delegate to Congress
from Hawall, and the Secretary of the In-
terior.

“Sec. 4. This joint resolution shall take
effect upon its approval.

“Approved this 6th day of March A. D.
1953.

“Samuer WiLner Eing,

“Governor of the Territory of Hawaii.”

A Joint resolution of the Legislature of
the State of Delaware, expressing its recog-
nition and appreciation of the assumption of
the powers of Government by the new na-
tional administration; to the Committee on
Rules and Administration.

(See joint resolution printed in full when
presented by Mr. WiLriams (for himself and
Mr. Frear) on March 6, 1953, p. 1668, Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.)

A resolution adopted by the city council
of the city of Boston, Mass., relating to the
granting of citizenship rights to all aliens
who have served in the Armed Forces of the
United States during the Korean conflict; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Resolutions adopted by the American
Academy of General Practice, Tarrant Coun-
ty Chapter, and the Brazoria County Med-
ical Society, of Alvin, both of the State of
Texas, protesting against any extension of
the social-security program; to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

A resolution adopted by the 1952 conven=
tion of Tau Beta Pl Assoclation, at Norman,
Okla., favoring the proposal that all gradu-
ate engineers entering the Armed Forces be
employed in a professional engineering ca-
pacity commensurate with their training
and experience; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. LANGER:

A concurrent resolution of the Legisla-
ture of the State of North Dakota; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce:

“Senate Concurrent Resolution K

“Resolution protesting passage of United
States Senate bill 281

“Whereas S. 281 of the 83d Congress intro-
duced January 9, 1953, appears to discrimi-
nate against the best interests of the people
of North Dakota; and

“Whereas the North Dakota Public Bervice
Commission has previously opposed similar
legislation; and

“Whereas the Governor of the State of
North Dakota is also opposed to such legis-
lation: Now, therefore, be it
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“Resolved, That the Senate of the State
of North Dakota (the House of Representa-
tives concurring therein) do hereby protest
the passage of United States Senate bill 281,
and request the Secretary of the Senate to
send a copy of this resolution to the Mem-
Berg of the Senate and House in Washington,

“C. P. DaHL,
“President of the Senate.
“EpwARD LENO,
“Secretary of the Senate.
“WaALTER BUBEL,
“Speaker of the House.
“Y. L. GILBREATH,
*“Chief Clerk of the House.™

A resolution of the House of Representa-
tives of the State of North Dakota; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce:

“House Resolution 8

“Resolution requesting the United States
Fish and Wildlife Service to allow shoot-
ing hours of one-half hour before sunrise
to sunset for migratory waterfowl

“Whereas thé State of North Dakota is one
of the few States that ralses more ducks
within its borders than are shot in the State
during the hunting season; and

“Whereas migratory waterfowl have been
causing excessive damage to the farmers of
the State of North Dakota through the de-
struction of grain after it has been swathed
or shocked; and

“Whereas the early onset of cold weather
in this State and the resulting southern mi-
gration of raigratory waterfowl has the prac-
tical effect of preventing hunting after the
1st of November, and therefore the hunters
of the State of North Dakota do not benefit
from the length of the hunting season; and

“Whereas daily bag limits will prevent an
undue harvest of migratory waterfowl re-
gardless of the shooting hours set by the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the State of North Dakota, That the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service is
hereby requested to set the daily shooting
hours for migratory waterfowl fromy one-half
hour before sunrise to sunset; be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this resolution
be forwarded by the chief clerk of the house
of representatives to the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service, and to North Dakota
Senators WiLLiaMm Lancer and MmtoN R.
Youne and Representatives UsHer L. Bur-
pick and OTTro KRUEGER.

“WaLTER BUBEL,
“Speaker of the House.
“V. L. GILBREATH,
“Chief Clerk of the House”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of North Dakota; to the Com-
mittee on Finance:

“House Concurrent Resolution P

“Concurrent resolution memorializing Con-

gress to eliminate all motor vehicle fuel

tax, leaving such field of taxation exclu-

sively for the State, and bringing to an

end the matching of Federal funds for

highway purposes

“Whereas the Federal Government has for
some years last past taxed motor fuel on
the theory that the money so raised would
be used to match State funds for highway
construction, reconstruction and develop-
ment in the several States; and

“Whereas the several States have taxed
motor vehicle fuel for the same purpose, the
Federal Government however requiring that
all moneys raised thereby in the State should
be appropriated and used solely for con-
struction, reconstruction, repair and main-
tenance of public highways and payment
for the obligations incurred in the construc-
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tion, reconstruction, repair and maintenance
of public highways; and
“Whereas approximately two-thirds of the
moneys raised by the Federal Government in
the taxation of motor vehicle fuel has been
diverted for other than highway purposes;
and
“Whereas the combined Federal and State
tax on motor vehicle fuels has reached the
point where such fuels cannot stand any
more tax burden; and
“Whereas the repeal of all Federal motor
vehicle taxes would permit and justify the
State in increasing the motor vehicle fuel
tax in the amount thus eliminated in Fed-
eral taxation, leaving them in a position to
spend all motor fuel taxes for the purpose
of construction, reconstruction, repair and
maintenance of public highways: Now,
therefore, be it
“Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the State of North Dakota (the senate
concurring therein), That the 33d Legisla-
tive Assembly of the State of North Dakota
goes on record as favoring the elimination
of all Federal motor vehicle fuel taxes; be
it further
“Resolved, That a duly attested copy of
this concurrent resolution be sent by the
secretary of state to the BSecretary of
the Senate of the United States, the Clerk
of the House of Representatives of the
United States, to the Senators and Repre-
sentatives in Congress from the State of
North Dakota, to the United States Commis-
sioner of Public Roads, and to the Secretary
of the Senate, and to the Clerk of the House
of Representatives of all other States where
the legislative assembly is now in session.
“WALTER BUBEL,
“Speaker of the House.
“V. L. GILBREATH,
“Chief Clerk of the House.
“C. P. DaHL,
“President of the Senate.
“EpwArD LENO,
“Secretary of Senate”

(The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a concurrent resolution of the Legis-
lature of the State of North Dakota, identi-
cal with the foregoing, which was referred
to the Committee on Finance.)

By Mr. SALTONSTALL (for himself
and Mr. KENNEDY) :

A resolution of the General Court of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

“Resolution relative to acts of persecution
reported to be committed against the
members of religious talths and their in-
stitutions in Russia and its satellite
countries
“Whereas it is reliably reported that cer-

tain inhabitants of Russia and its satellite

countries are being persecuted on account of
their religious faith and nationality to an
extent abhorrent to modern civilized na-
tions: Therefore be it

“Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the General Court of Massachusetts
affirms its conviction and belief that free-
dom and equality of mankind, regardless of
race, creed, or color, is indispensable to the
maintenance of any modern civilization and
views with alarm any violation of these
sacred principles; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of these resolutions
be forwarded forthwith by the secretary of
the Commonwealth to the presiding officers
of both branches of Congress and to the

Members thereof representing this Com-

monwealth.

“House of representatives, adopted, Febru-

ary 25, 1953.

“LawrENCE R. GrovE, Clerk.
.“A true copy.
“Attest:
“Epwarp J. CRONIN,
“Secretary of the Commonwealth.”
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(The VICE PRESIDENT lald before the
Senate resolutions of the General Court of
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, identi-
cal with the foregoing, which were referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.)

By Mr. MARTIN:

A concurrent resolution of the Leglslature
of the State of Pennsylvania; to the Com-
mittee on Finance:

*“Whereas an excise tax on gasoline, which
form of taxation is the rightful prerogative
of the several States, is presently being levied
by both the United States of America and the
several States; and

“Whereas from time to time the United
States has changed its rate of taxation on
this commodity which action makes it in-
creasingly difficult for the respective States to
develop a comprehensive tax program to pro-
vide revenues for the improvement and
maintenance of their highways: Therefore
be it

“Resolved (if the house of representatives
coneurs), That the general assembly of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania memorialize
the Congress of the United States to enact
such legislation as will—

(1) Return to each State without restric-
tion all Federal taxes on gasoline collected
therein until such time as the individual
State s able to enact legislation as may be
necessary to permit it to collect such tax;

**(2) Eliminate the tax on gasoline now
collected by the United States as soon as the
individual States have enacted legislation as
may be necessary to permit the State to col-
lect the tax;

“(3) Eliminate Federal aid for highways
except in those States where the revenues
produced by a tax of 2 cents per gallon of
gasoline is less than present Federal ald allo-
cations to such States;

“(4) Change the present functions of the
Federal Bureau of Public Roads so that it
would become a consultive and advisory en-
gineering agency which would collect, cor-
relate, and disseminate information relative
to the design, construction, maintenance, and
operation of highways and bridges and the
materials used therefor; and be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of the Sen-
ate of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania be
directed to forward copies of this resolution
upon its passage to the President of the
United States, the Secretary of the United
States Senate, the Chief Clerk of United
States House of Representatives, to all Mem-
bers of the Pennsylvania congressional dele-
gation, to the Governors of all other States,
and to the presiding officers of the legislative
bodies of all other States.”

(The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a concurrent resolution of the Legis-
lature of the State of Pennsylvania, identical
with the foregoing, which was referred to
the Committee on Finance.)

By Mr. MAYBANK:

.A concurrent resolution of the Legisla-
ture of the State of South Carolina; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce:

“Concurrent resolution petitioning the In-
terstate Commerce Commission to suspend
proposed tariffs on agricultural lime

“Whereas farmers and all agricultural
agencies are actively participating in a long-
range farm program for the betterment of
the country, of agriculture, and farm peo-
ple throughout the States; and

“Whereas the use of agricultural lime as
a soll conditioner is an important step in
the long-range program; and

“Whereas both State and Federal agencies
h-ve accelerated the liming program in
South Carolina; and

“Whereas, with the accelerated program,
South Carolina is using only one-fifth of
the tonnage of agricultural lime estimated
as annual needs; and
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“Whereas producers of ground limestone,
marl, ete.,, known as agricultural lime, state
that car shortages and rate increases pre-
viously granted carriers have deterred farm-
ers from purchasing lime needs; and

“Whereas present carrier rates are not
conducive to the liming program; and

“Whereas unless sald program is acceler-
ated, producers in South Carolina declare
they will be forced to discontinue mining;
and \

“Whereas crushed rock, road aggregate,
crushed limestone, agricultural limestone,
marl, etc., are loaded and unloaded under
practically same transportation conditions;
and

“Whereas the proposed tariff in SFTB
Tariff No. 388H is discriminatory against
agricultural lime; and

“Whereas the Commission of Agriculture
for South Carolina on December 22, 1952,
did file a protest and request suspension;
and

‘““Whereas ICC has ordered I. and 5. Docket
6067 to suspend Agent Spaninger’'s ground
limestone tariff ICC 1315 and supplements
and unless otherwise ordered to be deferred
to and including August 15, 1953; and

“Whereas statement of pleadings must be
filed with the Interstate Commerce Come-
mission in March 1953: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the senate (the house of
representatives concurring), That the In-
terstate Commerce Commission be informed
that the General Assembly of South Caro-
lina, on behalf of both the State's lime-
stone producers and the soil-reclamation
program, protests the discrimination against
agricultural lime in the tariff proposals in
Agent Spaninger’s ground limestone tariff
ICC 1315; be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be sent to the director of agricultural re=-
search at Clemson College, the South Caro-
lina Public Service Commission, and the
commissioner of agriculture as a request
to present such pleadings to the ICC on
I. and 8. Docket 6067 so as to protect the
interest of the limestone producers and farm-
ers in South Carolina; be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be forwarded to each of the two United
States Senators and to each Member of the
House of Representatives of the Congress of
the United States from South Carolina.”

POWER OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION TO DISCONTINUE
CERTAIN RAILROAD SERVICES—
JOINT RESOLUTION OF NORTH
CAROLINA LEGISLATURE

Mr. HOEY. Mr. President, I present
a certified copy of Senate Resolution 103,
adopted by the General Assembly of
North Carolina, session of 1953, which
I ask may be printed in the REcorp and
then referred to the proper committee
for consideration.

The resolution expresses opposition to
Senate bill 281, to amend section 1 (17)
(a), section 13 (3), and section 13 (4) of
the Interstate Commerce Act in order to
extend to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission power to preseribe the discon-
tinuance of certain railroad services in
intrastate commerce when found to be
unreasonably discriminatoiy against or
to constitute an undue burden on inter-
state commerce, which is now pending
before the Senate Interstate and Foreign
Commerce Committee.

There being no objection, the joint
resolution was referred to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
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and, under the rule, ordered to be printed
in the REcorbp, as follows:
L Senate Resolution 103

Joint resolution requesting the Senators and
the Members of the House of Representa-
tives from North Carolina in the Congress
of the United States to vote against Senate
bill 281, entitled “A bill to amend section
1 (17) (a), section 13 (3), and section 13
(4) of the Interstate Commerce Act in
order to extend to the Interstate Commerce
Commission power to prescribe the dis-
continuance of certain raflroad services in
intrastate commerce when found to be un-
reasonably discriminatory against or to
constitute an undue burden on interstate
commerce”

‘Whereas it is the sense of the General As-
sembly of North Carolina that the passage
of Senate bill 281 will take from the North
Carolina Utilities Commission and from the
regulatory commission of other States the
right to regulate rallroad services in intra-
state commerce, and will give additional
powers to a Federal agency over matters
which are purely local being intrastate in
character, and therefore unrelated to inter-
state commerce; and

Whereas the passage of such a bill would
impose upon the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission additional work which is now being
performed by State regulatory bodies In an
efficlent, satisfactory manner, and with a
knowledge of local conditions that the Inter-
state Commerce Commission does not have
and cannot readily obtain: Be it

Resolved by the senate (the house of rep-
resentatives concurring):

Section 1. That the United States Senators
and Members of the House of Representa-
tives from North Carolina be and they are
hereby memorialized and requested to use
their influence against the passage of that
bill now, pending in the United States Con-
gress known as Senate bill 281, relating to
further powers of Interstate Commerce Com-
mission over intrastate commerce.

Sec, 2, That a certified copy of this reso-
lution be transmitted by the Governor of
North Carolina to each Senator and Repre-
sentative from North Carolina in the Con-
gress of the United States.

Sec. 3. That this resolution shall be in full
force and effect from and after its ratifica-
tion.

In the general assembly read three times
and ratified, this the 3d day of March 1953.

LurHer H. HoDGES,

President of the Senate.

E. T. BosT, Jr.,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

SUBMERGED OIL LANDS—RESOLU-
TION OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES OF TENNESSEE

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. President, the
Tennessee House of Representatives has
adopted a resolution urging Congress
not to give away the Nation's resources
in the submerged oil lands.

The resolution, adopted by voice vote
after an attempt had been made to table
it, memorializes Congress to keep these
revenues intact for the benefit of edu-
cation in all the States.

The tabling motion was overwhelm=
ingly defeated by a vote of T0 to 15.

I present the resolution for appro-
priate reference, and ask unanimous
consent that it be printed in the RECORrD.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs and, under
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the rule, ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:
House Resolution 24

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United
States has judicially determined that the
oil off the coast of the coastal States be-
longs to all the States; and

Whereas there is a plan whereby a part of
the revenues derived by the United States
Government from such oil would be dis-
tributed to each of the several States for
educational purposes; and

Whereas there is now pending before Con-
gress proposed legislation which would give
such oil to those States adjacent to the
coastal area, and thus deprive miost of the
other States, of which Tennessee is one, of
any benefit from the production of such oil,
and this deprives the school children of their
birthright: now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the house of representatives,
That any such legislation is detrimental to
the school children of Tennessee, and
should be defeated; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be furnished to each Member of the Ten-
nessee delegation in Congress.

GRADUATED TOBACCO TAX—RESO-
LUTION OF NATIONAL AFFAIRS
COMMITTEE, LEXINGTON, KY,,
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp, a resolution adopted by the
National Affairs Committee of the Lex-
ington (Ky.) Chamber of Commerce, re-
lating to a graduated tobacco tax.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Finance and ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows:

Whereas there are before the Ways and
Means Committee of the United States House
of Representatives, two bills, H. R. 1221 and
H. R. 1417, which propose a graduated tobacco
tax on cigarettes that would replace the
present method of uniform taxes on all
cigarettes; and

Whereas the tobacco farmers of Kentucky
have large investments in land and equip-
ment and have spent millions of dollars to
find better methods for growing better
tobacco; and

Whereas the Federal tobacco taxes should
be designed to deal fairly with all manufac-
turers of cigarettes, and tobacco growers. A
graduated tobacco tax would not do this.
Instead, it would open the way for the
collapse of the top quality tobacco markets,
because it would put high-grade tobagco
growers in the position of competing with
the growers of low-grade tobacco in the
ifringe areas of the tobacco-growing States
of the Nation; and

Whereas the high-grade-tobacco growers
would be thrown into a state of complete
depression, as they were in the 1930's when
such a bill was passed and experimented
with; and

Whereas such a tax would ruin the econ-
omy of the States that depend upon guality
tobacco for their major farm income, and
since there is no valid reason at this time to
create an economic crisis in America's to-
bacco regions: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That we, the National Affairs
Commitee of the Lexington (Ky.) Chamber
of Commerce, with the interest of tobacco
growers of Kentucky in mind, oppose any
type of a graduated tobacco tax; and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
presented to members of the Ways and
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Means Committee of the House of
sentatives, the delegation from Kentucky,
Benator ROBERT TAFT, and to all farm organi-
zations and business affected by such a tax.

Submitted and adopted at a meeting held
in Lexington, Ky., this 23d day of Febru-
ary 1953.

Arch Mainous, J. A. Fraser, Burton Mil-
ward, Malcolm Mason, Ray Wlach,
Joseph Mainous, C. W. Galdry, O. F.
Cooke, D. C. Carpenter, Owen Baugh.

DIVISION OF DAIRY HERD IMPROVE-
MENT INVESTIGATIONS—RESOLU-
TION .OF KANSAS AYRSHIRE
BREEDERS ASSOCIATION, INC,,
MANHATTAN, KANS.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, I
present for appropriate reference, and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp, a resolution adopted by
the Kansas Ayrshire Breeders Associa-
tion, Inc., at their annual meeting in
Manhattan, Kans., February 3, relative
to the Division of Dairy Herd Improve-
ment Investigations.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed in the REcoOrp, as follows:

Whereas the Kansas Ayrshire Breeders'
Association feels that any curtailment of the
program of the Division of Dairy Herd Im-
provement Investigations, Bureau of Dairy
Industry, is harmful to the entire dairy in-
dustry; and

Whereas prior reductions in funds have
seriously affected the work of the DHIA, we
urgently recommend that the Director of
the Budget Bureau be supported in his
approval of a DHIA budget of $421,300 for
this next fiscal year.

Whereas the dairy industry represents the
largest single phase of the Nation's agricul-
ture and its well-being affects the entire
consuming public, we urge the passage of
an adequate budget to insure that the tre-
mendous investment the dairymen are mak-
ing monthly in the DHIA program will result
in improved efficiency of the dairy industry
for the welfare of all the public.

PROTEST AGAINST TREATMENT OF
MINORITY GROUPS BY RUSSIA
AND HER SATELLITES—LETTER
AND RESOLUTION

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr, President, I
present for appropriate reference, and
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REecorp, a letter from Bishop
Mark I. Lipa, spiritual head of the Al-
banian-American Orthodox Episcopacy,
of Boston, Mass., and a resolution adopt-
ed by American citizens of Albanian de-
scent of the citiles of Boston, Quincy,
Natick, Southbridge, and Worcester,
Mass., relating to Senate Resolution 84,
remonstrating against the treatment of
minority groups by Russia and her satel-
lites.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, will
my colleague yield to me?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Massachusetts yield to his
colleague?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, the
recent adoption of Senate Resolution 84,
protesting against the persecution of
minority peoples throughout the world,
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has given hope to free people everywhere,
among them the sorely oppressed Alba=
nian people.

I ask unanimous consent that my name
be added as cosponsor with my colleague
the senior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. SaLToNsTALL] in presenting the let-
ter and resolution for reference and
printing in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the junior Sena-
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY]?
The Chair hears none.

The letter and resolution were referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations
and ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

Bostow, Mass.,, March 3, 1953.
Senator LEVERETT SALTONSTALL,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR SENATOR SALTONSTALL: According to
the provisions of Senate Resolution 84, the
Congress and the President of the United
States have gone on the official record as be-
ing in protest against the persecution of all
minority peoples throughout the world.
This is a stirring action for the Senate and
the President of the United States to take
at this time, New hope has been given to
oppressed peoples all over the world. As the
spiritual leader of the Albanian-American
Orthodox Episcopacy, I would like to con-
gratulate you for your efforts and sympathies
for victimized peoples everywhere,

Albania is often forgotten when resolutions
are presented to the Congress and when per-
secuted minorities are mentioned. At this
time I would like to call to your attention
a small part of the Communist record for
brutality and persecution of the faith in
A’bania,

The Albanian Orthodox Church has been
nationalized and is now under the direct
contrel of the Kremlin. Priests have been
tortured, beaten, and imprisoned by their
brutal Communist masters. Catholics and
members of the Moslem faith have also suf-
fered grievously at the hands of their Rus-
sian masters. These facts are not generally
known in the Western World as poor com=-
munications within Albania and the forcible
maintenance of a rigid Iron Curtain around
the country has kept press reports scanty.

I am certain that the Albanian Americans
would be grateful if you mentioned my
thoughts here in the Senate and included
our resolution, as enclosed, in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD.

Yours in Christian friendship,
Mark I. Lira.

Resolved, That the Albanian Americans of .

the orthodox {faith who have relatives,
friends, and loved ones behind the Iron
Curtain in Albania do hereby congratulate
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee and
the United States Senate for the passage of
Senate Resolution 84. The Albanians have
suffered grievously under communistic con-
trol since 1945 and religion in Albania has
undergone particular suppression.

Resolved, that we, American citizens of
Albanian descent, are greatly concerned over
the systematic extirpation of the orthodox
religion, the Moslem religion, and the Roman
Catholic religion in Albania. The Commu-
nists have used the orthodox church in
Albania as an instrument for mobilizing the
orthodox population behind Russian policy.
Archbishop Kristofor Kissi, the former head
of the orthodox church in Albania is now in
a Communist jail and a usurper rules in his
place. The Communists have virtually wiped
out the Catholic church in Albania. The
Moslem church in Albania has been shame-
fully nationalized and is now headed by a
Communist stooge, Hafiz Alija.
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Resolved, that all Albanian Americans at
this meeting and throughout the world who
sincerely believe in the principles of the
fatherhood of God, do hereby deplore the
conspirators in Albania, and the handful of
Alpbanian Americans in this country who
follow the dictates of the Communist mas-
ters of Albania. The Albanian Americans
believe implicitly in the principles of free-
dom, and religious faith for all men. They
deplore the long range aim of Stalinism to
extirpate religion. The Albanian Ameri-
cans hope that Senate Resolution 84, will
focus world wide attention upon this anti-
religious system of Stalinism which perverts
meng’ souls, robs man of his conscience and
enslaves peoples everywhere.

DISTRIBUTION OF DRY GOODS—
RESOLUTION OF THE WHOLESALE
DRY GOODS INSTITUTE, INC., NEW
YORK, N. Y.

Mr. THYE. Mr., President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp, a resolution adopted by the
Wholesale Dry Goods Institute, Inc., of
New York, N. Y., concerning the work of
the Senate and House Select Small Busi-
ness Committees.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
REcoRD, as follows:

Whereas the Wholesale Dry Goods Insti-
tute is the most representative body in
wholesale distribution of dry goods; and

Whereas it is instrumental in supplying
merchandise to tens of thousands of inde-
pendent dry goods, department, limited
price variety, and general stores throughout
the United States; and

Whereas these independent merchants
provide an essential link in the chain of
distribution between the manufacturer and
the ultimate consumer in supplying them
with many of the basic necessities of life;
and

Whereas they personify, In their en-
deavors, the American way of life which
adheres to the principle of free enterprise;
and

‘Whereas we recognize that the perpetua-
tion of our capitalistic system can only be
maintained through the sympathetic coop=-
eration of our representatives in Congress;
and

Whereas we, the members of the Whole=
sale Dry Goods Institute, desire to recog-
nize the excellent work which is being done
by the Senate and House Committees on
Small Business: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Wholesale Dry Goods
Institute, in convention assembled, does
hereby express its thanks and grateful ap-
preciation to the aforesaid committees, and
to each of their members for their untiring
efforts in behalf of small-business enter-
prises, and particularly of independent
merchants throughout the land; and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be sent to each member of the aforesaid
committiees.,

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were infro-
duced, read the first time and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. CASE (for himself and Mr,
MuxpT)

$.1230. A bill to provide for the strength-
ening of the Republic of Korea as an ally
against aggression and for the reconstruc-
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tion of that country from the ravages of
war in resisting aggression; to the Commit=
tee on Agriculture and Forestry.

(See the remarks of Mr. Casg when he in-
troduced the above bill, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. LANGER:

5.1231. A bill for the relief of Franz Gerich
and Willy Gerich, his minor son;

5.1232, A bill to amend clause (4) of sec-
tion 35 of the Bankruptcy Act, as amended;

5. 1233. A bill to further amend the act of
July 8, 1943, entitled “An act to provide for
the settlement of claims for damage to or
loss or destruction of property or pwsonal
injury or death caused by military personnel
or civilian employees, or otherwise incident
to activities, of the War Department or of the
Army,” by removing certain limitations on
the nature of personal injury and death
claims;

S.1234. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to transfer to Frederick W.
Lee the right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to a certain invention;

8.1235. A bill to continue the effective-
ness of the provisions of the act of October
31, 1942, as extended, relating to the adjust-
ment of royalties, for the duration of the
national emergency proclaimed December 16,
1950, and 6 months thereafter;

S. 1236. A bill to continue the effectiveness
of the act of March 27, 1942, as extended, re-
lating to the inspection and audit of plants,
books, and records of defense contractors,
for the duration of the national emergency
proclaimed December 16, 1950, and 6 months
thereafter;.

S.1237. A bill to amend the act of January
12, 1951, as amended, to continue in effect
the provisions of title II of the First War
Powers Act, 1941;

5.1238. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, sections 794, 2151, 2153, 2154,
and 2388 as extended to continue in effect the
provisions thereof;

S.1239, A bill to further amend the act of
January 2, 1942, entitled “An act to provide
for the prompt settlement of claims for dam-
ages occasioned by Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps forces in forelgn countries™;

S.1240. A bill to amend the act of July 26,
1947 (61 Stat. 493), relating to the relief of
certain disbursing officers;

5.1241. A bill to make the provisions of
section 1362 of title 18 of the United States
Code, relating to injury to or interference
with communications systems operated or
controlled by the United States, applicable to
and within the Canal Zone; and

5.1242. A bill to amend_the Contract Set-
tlement Act of 1944 so as to establish a time
limitation upon the filing of certain claims
thereunder; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. McCARRAN: >

5.1243. A bill to amend the War Contrac-
tors Relief Act with respect to the definition
of a request for relief, to authorize considera=-
tion and settlement of certain claims of sub-
contractors, to provide reasonable compensa-
tion for the services of partners and pro-
prietors, and for other purposes; to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARLSON:

S5.1244. A Dbill relating to the renewal of
contracts for the carrying of mail on star
routes; and -

8.1245. A bill to provide for the issuance
of a special postage stamp in honor of agri-
culture and the farmers of the United States;
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.

By Mr. SALTONSTALL (by request):

5.1246. A bill for the relief of Arshag
Halgan Zelveian; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HENNINGS:

8. 1247. A bill for the relief of Doreen Mc-
Intyre, Anne McIntyre, David McIntyre and
Robert McIntyre; and
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S.1248. A bill for the relief of Dr. John
Donald McIntyre; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. LEHMAN (for himself, Mr.
LANGER, Mr. SPARKMAN, and Mr.
KEFAUVER) @

S5.1249, A bill for the establishment of a
temporary National Advisory Committee for
the Blind; to the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina:

S.1250. A bill to amend section 604 (b)
of the Classification Act of 1949; to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service,

By Mr. MUNDT:

5.1251. A bill to amend certain provi-
sions of the Universal Military Training and
Service Act, as amended, relating to veter-
ans' exemptions; to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

By Mr. ANDERSON (for himself, Mr.
LEHEMAN, Mr. Case, Mr. Morsg, Mr.
SPAREMAN, Mr. HENNINGS, Mr. MUR-
rAY, Mr. Jacksow, Mr. NEELY, Mr.
MANSFIELD, Mr. PASTORE, Mr. DOUGLAS,
Mr. Hict, Mr. K1LGORE, Mr. EEFAUVER,
Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. HUMPHREY, and Mr.
MAGNUSON) :

S.1252. A bill relating to the rights of the
several States in tidelands and in lands be-
neath navigable inland waters, and to the
recognition of equities in submerged lands
of the Continental Shelf adjacent to the
shores of the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado:

8.1253. A bill to ald in meeting the de-
fense mobllization requirements of the
United States by providing for the training
or retraining of civilian aviation personnel;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. GOLDWATER:

S.1254. A bill to establish effective means
to determine Communist domination in
unions and to eliminate Communists from
positions of influence and control in labor
unions; to the Committee on Labor and Pub-
lic Welfare.

By Mr. MAGNUSON:

B.1255. A bill to amend section 13 of the
act of March 4, 1915 (38 Stat. 1169), as
amended (U. 8. C., title 46, sec. 672 (a) ), and
secs. b and 302 of the act of June 29, 1936
(49 Stat. 1935 and 1992), as amended
(U. 8. C,, title 46, secs., 672 (a) and 1132); to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

S.1256. A bill to amend the War Claims
Act of 1948, as amended; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

5. 1257. A bill to provide for designation of
the United States Veterans' Administration
hospital now being constructed .at Seattle,
Wash., as the Hiram R. Gale Memorial Hos-
pital; to the Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare.

By Mr. NEELY:

S.1258. A bill to provide increased annui-
ties to certain civilian officials and em-
ployees who performed service in the con-
struction of the Panama Canal, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. HUMPHREY :

8.1259. A bill for the rellef of Anastasia
Kondylis; to the Comhittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JACKESON:

8. 1260. A bill for the relief of Elfriede Else
Pope; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ANDERSON:

5. 1261. A bill relating to the disposition of
moneys received from the national forests;
to the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry.

(See the remarks of Mr. ANDERSON when he
introduced the above bill, which appear un-
der a separate heading.)
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By Mr. HUMPHREY :

8. J. Res. 55. Joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the
United States providing for the direct popu-
lar election of President and Vice President;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

(See the remarks of Mr. HUMPHREY wWhen
he introduced the above joint resoclution,
which appear under a separate heading.)

SURPLUS FOOD AND CLOTHING FOR
EKOREA

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, on behalf
of myself and my colleague, the senior
Senator from South Dakota [Mr,
Munbpr], I introduce for appropriate ref-
erence a bill, the purpose of which is to
provide surplus food and clothing for
Korea. I ask unanimous consent that T
may make a brief statement, and read a
one-page letter which I have addressed
to the Secretary of Agriculture.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred,
and, without objection, the Senator from
South Dakota may proceed.

The bill (S. 1230) to provide for the
strengthening of the Republic of Korea
as an ally against aggression and for the
reconstruction of that country from the
ravages of war in resisting aggression,
introduced by Mr. Case (for himself and
Mr. MunDpT), was received, read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I have today
written a letter to the Secretary of Agri-
culture, which reads as follows:

UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
Washington, D. C., March 9, 1953.
The Honorable Ezra T. BENSON,
Secretary, Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D. C. o

My DEAR MR. SECRETARY : Attached you will
find a copy of an informal draft of a bill
which I propose to introduce in the Senate
today which would authorize you to sell the
Republic of Korea food and clothing com-
modities and to recelve in payment legal cur-
rency of the Republic of Korea. The exact
form and details are subject to revision, of
course, but I hope that the general proposi-
tion will appeal to you and may have your
support.

You will note that the bill also directs the
Treasury to credit such currency against
debentures of the Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration and to place it in a Korean Recon-
struction Fund and creates a Joint Commlit-
tee of the Congress to investigate conditions
in Korea and recommend a program of recon-
struction through the use of the fund so
created.

On February 26, the Associated Press re-
ported EKorean Defense Minister Shin Tae
Young as saying: “The ROK soldier is getting
only about one-third the calories he needs
from rice and a few side dishes.”

Last week, in the Senate Committee on
Armed Services we heard Lt. Gen. James Van
Fleet say that both the military and eivilian
populations of South Korea were living on a
diet below that which we provide for our
ptri.soners of war under the Geneva conven-
tion.

General Van Fleet also testified that fewer
South Korean troops would go to the hos-
pital, that more South Korean men could
qualify for military service, that efficiency at
the front would be improved if they had a
better diet. He also said that many of the
civilians are wearing the ragged remnants of
the clothes they had on their backs when
the invasion took place almost 3 years ago.
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Eventually, the United States will rehabili-
tate South Korea. That would be in keeping
with our traditions and the spirit of our
people toward an ally to say nothing of the
destruction occasioned by our own troop
movements.

Why not help ourselves by helping the
South Koreans now—using some of the fiber
and food products which the Commeodity
Credit Corporation is buying—thereby trans-
lating these growing stocks into strength at
the front and providing the local currency
funds that can be used in Korean rehabilita-
tion later on?

Using food to win the war and build the
peace beats putting bluing on potatoes or
burning wheat or killing pigs.

Respectfully submitted.

FRrANCIS CASE,
United States Senator, South Dakota.

I may say that this is in keeping with
policies which the United States has
followed in connection with the rehabili=
tation of other allies at present asso-
ciated with us in war. Whenever food-
stocks are approaching the point of
deterioration, instead of keeping them
on hand, it seems to me that if it is
possible we should convert such stocks
into food and distribute it to the South
Korean soldiers at the front, so as to
improve their condition and morale and
help to provide more South Korean
soldiers for the front. Likewise, the
legal currency of Korea should be ac-
quired so that it may be used for the
reconstruction of Korea following the
war,

I ask unanimous consent that the bill
be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the REecorp,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
Agriculture is hereby authorized, through
the facilities of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration to acquire domestic supplies of
wool, cotton, grains, dairy, poultry and meat
products and to sell and deliver such com-
modities to the Republic of South EKorea in
an amount not exceeding $500 million under
the authority of this act, and to accept legal
currency of the Republic of EKorea in pay-
ment therefor. In carrying out the pro-
visions of this section, the Secretary of
Agriculture shall, insofar as practicable,
utilize stocks of such commodities as may
be acquired by the Commeodity Credit Cor-
poration or the Secretary in carrying out
other provisions of existing law.

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized and directed to receive from the
Secretary of Agriculture currency of the Re-
public of Korea acquired pursuant to the
authority of section 1 of this act and to credit
such receipts in payment for and retirement
of debentures or other evidences of indebted-
ness of the Commodity Credit Corporation to
the Treasury and to deposit this currency in
a special fund for Korean reconstruction
and rehabilitation.

Sec. 3. There is hereby created a Joint
Select Committee on Korean Reconstruction
and Rehabilitation to consist of 5 mem-
bers from the Senate of the United States
to be named by the President of the
Senate and 5 members from the House
of Representatives to be named by the
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
This committee shall investigate the eco-
nomic and social conditions of South Korea
growing out of the resistance of the Republic
of Korea to aggression and shall report its
findings to the Congress not later than Jan-
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uary 15, 1954, together with its recommenda-
tions for the reconstruction and rehabilita-
tion of South Korea through the use of the
Korean Reconstruction and Rehabilitation
Fund provided by section 2 of this act. The
expenses of such committee shall be pro-
vided from the contingent funds of the Sen-
ate and House of Representatives by appro-
priate resolution.

DISPOSITION OF MONEYS RECEIVED
FROM NATIONAL FORESTS

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I in-
troduce for appropriate reference a bill
to facilitate the development, manage-
ment, and use of public recreation areas
and facilities, and for the improvement
of wildlife habitat in the national for-
ests, and for other purposes. I ask
unanimous consent that the bill, together
with a statement prepared by me, ex-
plaining the bill, be printed in the body
of the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill
will be received and appropriately re-
ferred; and, without objection, the bill
and statement will be printed in the
RECORD,

The bill (S. 1261) relating to the dis-
position of moneys received from the
national forests, introduced by Mr. An-
derson, was received, read twice by its
title, referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered
to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the 14th paragraph
under the heading “Forest Service” of the act
of March 4, 1913, as amended by section 212
of the Department of Agriculture Organic
Act of 1944 (U, 8. C., 1946 edition, title 16,
sec. 501) is hereby amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new sentence:
“Ten percent of all moneys received from the
national forests during each fiscal year, but
not to exceed $5,500,000 in any year, shall
be available at the end thereof to be ex-
pended by the Secretary of Agriculture for
the development, maintenance, and opera-
tion within the national forests of facilities
and areas for public use; to provide for ade-
quate safety, sanitation and health in con-
nection with uses of the mational forests;
and to improve and maintain wildlife habitat
on the national forests: Provided, That no
part of such moneys shall be used for the
acquisition of land; and provided further,
That the Secretary shall make a report to
the Congress annually, showing the purpose
for which the funds are expended.”

The statement presented by Mr. AN-

DERSON is as follows:
STATEMENT BY SENATOR ANDERSON

There are at present 4,700 public-recrea-
tion areas in the national forests on which
the Forest Service has constructed and is
maintaining to the extent possible the camp
and plenic grounds and winter sports areas,
and other improvements for recreational
purposes. The increased use of these areas,
as shown by the above table, has resulted
in overcrowding on weekends and holidays,
and consequently the overtaxing of sani-
tary and water facilities. It is my under-
standing that the Public Health Service has
inspected a number of these areas and rec=
ommends improvements in the sanitation
facilities and water systems. Most of these
facilities and improvements were built by
the Civilian Conservation Corps in the
1930's. Due mostly to lack of funds for
maintenance and upkeep, these facilities,
especially sanitary facilities, have deterio-
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rated and require major repairs or replace-
ments. This, together with increasing pop-
ulation and an increase in the number of
people visiting' the national forests has
brought about a critical need for additional
facilities, including safe water and sanitary
facilities and proper fire protection.

A survey has recently been completed by
the Forest Service to determine the amount
of funds needed to provide adequate sani-
tation and care at the 4,700 existing forest
recreational areas, the additional capital in-
vestment needed to provide for sanitary im-
provements and other necessary facilities
required to accommodate the present rec-
reational use on the national forests in a
safe and satisfactory manner, and funds
needed annually to operate and maintain
all recreational areas after rehabilitation of
the existing areas has been completed and
additional capital investments made for ex-
pansion. A summary of the results of this
survey follows:

The recreational use of the national for-
ests has long been recognized as one of the
major resources of the forest. The use of
the national forest for recreation is increas-
ing year by year, creating the need for ad-
ditional care, maintenance, and improve-
ment of the recreation areas. The increase
of funds allocated by Congress for the care
and improvement of these areas has not
been in proportion to the increase in their
use and need. The table below Wwas com-
piled by the Forest Service and gives a list
of the funds available by year from 1948 to
date for recreation and wildlife work, to-
gether with the total number of visits per
year to these recreation areas.

Funds available for recreation and wildlife
work—Funds available for sanitation and
care of public-use areas and for wildlife
management

Fiscal year:
1948 t ey e e S $1, 190, 601
1049 o e e LD - 1,355,703
1950 1, 306, 880
1951 S 1, 314, 775
1952. 1, 357, 615
+i L ek L R e A 1, 358, 315

Data on sanitation, cleanup, maintenance of
improvements, and use at public use areas

Funds available Total

Cal- recrea-

tion

Mainte- endar] &

Sanita- visits
tion and i';‘;g‘f": Total | Y%7 | (thou-
cleanup ments sands)
£543, 986 |£515, 000 |§1, 058, 986 | 1948 | 24, 000
681, 753 | 531,000 | 1,212,753 | 1049 [ 26, 000
620, 240 , 000 | 1,174, 240 | 1950 [ 27, 000
627, 730 | 551,000 | 1,178, 730 | 1951 30, 000
652, 900 | 570,000 | 1,222, 900 | 1952 | 1 31, 000
646, 100 | 570,000 | 1,216,100 |- ceeen]ocamaaaa

1 Estimate.

1. Operation and maintenance of
existing recreation facilities:
(a) Funds needed annually
for sanitation, clean-
up, garbage disposal,
and supervision at the
4,700 existing recrea-
tion Areas. .o cocea- $1, 071, 000
(b) Funds needed annually
for maintenance of
improvements and fa-
cilities at the 4,700
existing recreation
177 [— e L 111}
Total annual needs
for the 4,700 ex-
isting recreation
ArCAB  cccccan=--- 2,268, 000

_————
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2, Additional capital investments
needed for recreation im-
provements:

(a) Capital investment
needed to provide sat-
isfactory facilities for
sanitation and public
safety and to rehabili-
tate all essential ex-
isting public use areas
and facilities in good
condition__.__ LA $7, 169, 000

(b) Capital investment
needed to expand the
capacity of existing
areas and to construct
new areas necessary to
accommodate present
use in a safe and sat-

isfactory manner ... 17, 135, 000
Total capital in-
vestment. ... 24,304, 000

3. Estimate of funds needed an-
nually to operate and main-
tain all recreation areas
after rehabilitation of exist-
ing areas has been com-~
pleted and additional capital
investments made for ex-
PADBION o e e e e == 3,200, 000

THE WILDLIFE HABITAT MANAGEMENT JOB ON
THE NATIONAL FORESTS

In the field of wildlife management, sea=
sons, bag limits, fish and game stocking pro-
grams, refuges, and related management
tools are all important. However, these are
of little value if the environment is unsat=-
isfactory. All fish, game, and nongame ani-
mals have certain requirements in terms of
food, water, and cover. Moreover these re-
quirements are often different In summer
and winter, or even at other seasons. Then,
too, animals do best where preferred food,
water, and cover are all within their daily
travel range. Thus the Forest Service role
in wildlife management is a most important
one because this Bureau is responsible for
the management of large areas of public
land. How this land and its cover of trees,
shrubs, and grass 1s managed determines to
a large degree Low productive the land and
waters will be of desirable forms of wildlife,

In the national-forest regions men with
specialized training in wildlife management
are responsible for leadership in habitat
management and cooperative wildlife pro=-
grams. At present, however, there are only
7 of these technicians for the 10 national-
forest regions in the United States and
Alaska. As an example of the size of the
task involved 1 technician handles the hab-
itat and cooperative program involving 19
million acres of national-forest lands in 11
States.

The habitat management work on the na-
tional forests can be roughly placed in two
categories: (1) That which is accomplished
indirectly through good management of all
resources and uses—timber, forage, water,
recreation, and fire; and (2) that which can
be done directly to develop food, water,
or cover.

To meet these basic wildlife management
responsibilities would require $500,000 an-
nually. The expenditure during the past
fiscal year was $134,000.

At the present time the Forest Service
lacks funds to engage in the direct form of
habitat management. This is unfortunate
as there are many projects which would ap=
pear to be in the public interest.

The bill which I have introduced today
will provide the necessary funds to re-
habilitate and maintain present facilities
and allow for the gradual expansion and
further improvement of recreation areas that
is needed in order to properly accommodate
the public and protect their health and
safety.
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The bill provides that no part of the
money can be spent for land purchase, and
further that a report shall be made to the
Congress each year, showing the purposes
for which the funds are expended.

DIRECT POPULAR ELECTION OF
PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
introduce for appropriate reference a
joint resolution proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United
States providing for the direct popular
election of President and Vice President.
I ask unanimous consent that an explan-
atory statement prepared by me on the
joint resolution be printed in the Recorb.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint
resolution will be received and appro-
priately referred; and, without objection,
the statement will be printed in the
RECORD.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 55)
proposing an amendment to the Con=-
stitution of the United States providing
for the direct popular election of Presi-
dent and Vice President, introduced by
Mr. HUMPHREY, was received, read twice
by its title, and referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

The statement presented by Mr. HoM-
PHREY is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR HUMPHREY

For 160 years, the United States has been
hampered by an obstacle in the path of
democratic selection of the Chief Executives.
The system has persisted in spite of oft
repeated efforts to substitute more rational
and democratic methods. Now, in a time
when democracy is enduring its severest trial
before the peoples of the world, the United
States must perform the duties which it has
assumed, and lead the free nations of the
world in demonstrating that democracy is
the best way.

'~ The fundamental principle on which any
democracy is founded is that the people
governed shall have a wvoice, a controlling
voice in their government. This means that
they shall elect their public servants by
popular vote, so that the servants are re-
sponsible to the people in the most direct
way possible. It is also inherent in any
democracy that all citizens shall have an
equal voice in choosing their public serv-
ants. It is inconsistent with our principles
that the votes of some of our citizens are
worth twice, five times, or ten times as much
as others, merely due to their geographic
distribution. It is even more inconsistent
that in every presidential election, millions
of votes are not counted at all. These in-
consistencies are difficult to justify in the
eyes of the world. The United States should
meet the challenge, and reform its outmoded
election system in order that it may better
reflect the will of the people.

The electoral college system has many
defects. Not only is it possible for a man
to be elected President of the United States
even though more Americans may have voted
for his opponent, but this has happened

three times in the short history of our coun-

try. In 1824, Andrew Jackson polled 50,000
* votes more than his nearest rival, John
Quincy Adams, but lacked a majority due
to the votes received by two other candi-
dates. The election was thrown to the
House of Representatives under the pro-
visions of the Constitution. There, through
pressure and Influence, Adams was chosen to
be President.

Again in 1876, Samuel J. Tilden received
almost 265,000 votes more than Rutherford
B. Hayes. Hayes won the election, however,
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through a vote In the Electoral Commission
set up to decide the contest.

In 1888, Grover Cleveland received 375.-
000 votes more than Benjamin Harrison but
lost to Harrison through the peculiar dis-
tribution of votes in the electoral college.

These three men, Adams, Hayes, and Har-
rison, were all defeated in the popular elec-
tion, but mnevertheless became President.
More voters preferred another candidate in
each instance, but due to our election ar-
rangement, the also-ran became the Chief
Executive. How can we justly say we be-
lieve in majority rule unless we ' correct
the situation which allows this possibility.

There are three factors which contribute
to the possibility of a President being chosen
without receiving more votes than any
other candidate. The first of these factors
is that all the electoral votes of a State are
cast for the candidate that polls the great-
est number of votes in the State. Thus, it
make no difference in the result of an elec-
tion whether a candidate wins a State by a
narrow margin or by a sweeping majority.
The votes cast for the losing candidates in
a State might just as well not have been
cast at all. It is as if all the voters who
did not vote for the winning candidate had
been disfranchised. They migat just as well
have stayed home. This may well be the
cause of much apathy at election time in
this country, particularly in the States which
consistently vote one ticket year after year.
There are an estimated 37 million people
in the United States qualified to vote who
do not choose to exercise this fundamental
prerogative.

There are further statistics to show the
unfortunate effects of the “all-or-nothing"
rule, not as spectacular as electing the wrong
President, but important nonetheless because
they show that the electoral vote does not
reflect the will of the people. In 1884, Cleve-
land received 563,084 popular votes in the
Btate of N»w York and all of its electoral
votes. In the same election, Blaine received
562,001 popular votes, only 1,083 fewer than
Cleveland, but got none of the State's elec-
toral votes. The electoral vote cast by the
State seemed to indicate that New York was
100 percent behind Cleveland when in
actuality, the margin between his support
and Blaine's amounted to less than a tenth
of a percent of the total vote cast.

In 1932, Herbert Hoover had 15,800,000
popular votes and of these, 13,600,000 brought
no electoral votes due to their distribution
among the States. Of Mr. Hoover's nearly
16 million votes, only 2 million were re-
flected in the electoral vote. In 1924, John
W. Davis polled 6 million votes which were
worthless to him for they brought no elec-
toral votes, while 2 million other popular
votes brought him 136 electoral votes. These
2 million votes were infinitely more valuable
to Davis than the votes of 6 million other
people who happened to be living in the
wrong States to make their votes effective.

The second factor which contributes to
the possibility of an “also-ran” becoming
President of the United States Is the fact
that under the present electoral college sys-
tem, each State is given a bonus of two
electoral votes over the votes it has due to
its population. There are 96 of these bonus
votes distributed among the 48 States, and
they give an unfair advantage to the voters
who reside in the smaller States.

In 19050, the census showed the United
States population to be 150,607,361. Thirty-
eight States contained 70,453,399 people; the
remaining 10 States contained 80,243,962 or
9,790,563 more than the 38 smaller States,
But the 10 States have 20 automatic elec-
toral votes while the 38 have 76 automatic
votes. The 10 large States have over 6 mil-
lion more people but 56 fewer electoral votes.
The voters in the large States are penalized
in that their votes don't count as much as
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those from the smaller States due to the
two-vote bonus.

The third factor that contributes to the
possibility that a President may be elected
without having polled the most votes is the
fact that a State casts the same number of
electoral votes regardless of the number of
people who turn out to vote. In the ex-
treme case, a thousand people in New York
could cast 47 electoral votes so long as no
one else in the State bothered to vote. We
don't have to go to the extreme case, how-
ever, to find extraordinary situations which
actually existed. In the 1952 election, 1
electoral vote in Mississippi represented less
than 36,000 popular votes due to the small
election day turnout, while in Minnesota 1
electoral vote represented more than 125,000
popular votes. The voter in Minnesota had
less than one-third the importance in the
final result as the voter in Mississippl. I am
sure we all revere and respect the Missis-
sippi voter, but there are few among us, I
think, who will maintain that his judgment
concerning who should be President is more
than three times as astute as that of the
Minnesota or Massachusetts voter.

The following table represents other in-
stances of unequal representation which have
actually occurred:

In 1912 Wilson received 1 elector per 14,500
votes; Taft received 1 elector per 435,000
votes.

In 1928 Hoover received 1 elector per 48,180
votes; Smith received 1 elector per 172,602
votes.

In 1932 Hoover received 1 elector per
267,149 votes; Roosevelt received 1 elector per
48,351 votes.

In 1948 Truman received 1 elector per
78,123 votes; Dewey received 1 elector per
113,990 votes.

In 1952 Stevenson received 1 elector per
306,646 votes; Eisenhower received 1 elector
per 76,764 votes.

The best way to eliminate the possibility
that a man will be elected President in spite
of the will of the people is to conduct a
general popular election for the position.
This does away with all the factors which
might contribute to the election of a man
who has lost the general election. Under
the constitutional amendment which I am
introducing today, every voter casts one vote,
a whole vote, which is Just as good and just
as important as the vote cast by any other
voter in the country. This is the democratic
way. This is what we are trying to convince
the people of the world to do. This is, in
reallty, what is implied in the spirit of our
Government, This is the final step in the
constitutional evolution which began with
the Declaration that all men are created
equal, and continued with the assertion that
no man or woman may be denied the right
to vote for arbitrary reasons. Now we must
make the suffrage an equal suffrage, and
repudiate arbitrary and discriminatory geo-
graphical bases for denying or reducing the
importance of the votes of some of our citi-
zens.

The electoral college also permits the ma-
jority will within a State to be ignored. The
best an individual member of the electoral
college can do is perform a function which
could more efficiently be performed without
him, The worst he can do is to refuse to
vote as instructed by the voters of his State
and substitute his own will for theirs. In
1948, electors of four States repudiated the
Democratic candidate and cast ballots for
the States-rights candidate, One elector out
of 11 from a fifth State, Tennessee, did the
same In spite of an overwhelming victory of
the Democratic candidate over the States-
right candidate in that State. . The electors
are not legally bound to follow the dictates
of their State's electorate, and are free to ex-
ercise their discretion as they see fit.

In 1796 three electors disregarded the man-
date of the general election, with the result
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that John Adams rather than Thomas Jeffer- -
- years, only twice has a President been elected

son was elected.

A whole State's citlzenry may be disfran-
chised by the action of a handful of men.
The sooner this possibility is removed from
our election procedures, the better for the
American people.

From the voters’ point of view, the electoral
college only adds to the confusion of elec-
tion day., The voter wants to vote for the
President and Vice President, not for a list
of electors whose names he doesn’t recog-
nize. Yet in 10 States, only the names of the
electors appear on the ballot. In 16 other
States, the ballot includes both the names
of the candidates and of the electors.

Another reason for abolishing the electoral
college is the possible confusion which would
result if an elector is unable to carry out
the function for which he was chosen. Sup-
pose he dies, or falls to cast his vote on the
proper day and in the proper way. Or sup-
pose the Presidential candidate to whom he

‘1s pledged becomes ineligible and the elector
is freed from his pledge. All of these cir-
cumstances have occurred in our history and
all of them could have been avoided if the
electoral college had been abolished.

Direct popular election of the President
and Vice President are not new concepts in
our political philosophy. The father of
the Constitution, James Madison, strongly
favored direct popular election. The man
whose counsel and philosophy guided the
creation of the Constitution, Benjamin
Franklin, also supported this form of elec-
tion. Andrew Jackson, one of the great
Presidents of our history who was more close-
1y in touch with the will of the people than
most, emphasized in his first message to Con-
gress the need for direct popular election as
a method of democratizing the election proc-
ess. At best, the electoral college system is
the result of a crude compromise, a matter
of necessity in order to unite the States at
the time of the Constitutional Convention.
At worst, it is a device originally created to
remove from the hands of the people the
selection of the country's Chlef Executive.
Do we still believe that we must compromise
on an issue so basic in a democracy? Do we
still believe that the people are not to be
trusted in choosing their President?

The answer to both of these guestions is
clear and it is “No.” We have shown count-
less times that we recognize that the country
is strong when the voice of the people is
heard. We have removed restrictions on the
suffrage three times by constitutional
amendment in amendments 14, 15, and 19.
In reality, these amendments did not extend
the suffrage; they merely recognized contra-
dictions of democracy in our country and
removed the contradictions.

We must now continue in the pattern set
by our enlightened predecessors, in the tra-
dition of democracy. We must support a
direct election of the President and Vice
President, recognizing that the present sys-
tem is defective in guaranteeing the demo-
cratic equality of all voters, and that this
anachronism must be eliminated.

The process of election as it exists today,
promotes an wunusual and unfortunate
emphasis in presidential campaigning. In
the first place, most candidates concentrate
on winning majorities in a few large States,
realizing that even if these majorities are
very slight, they will carry with them all of
the electoral votes in the States. These large
States contribute a disproportionate number
of votes in the electoral college and for this
reason the campaigns are disproportionately
directed toward these State. The voters in
the smaller States are neglected and must
choose between the candidates on Insufficient
evidence. Proof of this campaign emphasis
exists in the fact that 17 out of 27 major
party candidates for the Presidency since
1900 came from Ohlo or New York. In the
past 50 years, we have had 3 Presidents from
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New York and 3 from Ohio. In the past 70

without winning a majority in the State of
New York.

I don't mean to detract from the caliber
of the Presidents and candidates produced
by New York and Ohio, and several of the
other large States. However, I would ven-
ture to say that there have been other pos-
sible candidates from smaller States who
weren't given the consideration that might
have been due them because of their geo-
graphic position. On the other hand, citi-

. zens of the smaller States who are not the

beneficiaries of vigorous campaigning are
often apathetic about wvoting. We have a
nonvoting population of 37 million, an ex-
traordinarily large percentage for a free
republic.

Another factor in the peculiar emphases of
our campaigns is the unusual importance of
minority groups in large doubtful States.
Often, presidential candidates must give
these groups far more corsideration than is
healthy in a democracy where the majority
is supposed to rule. That minorities can
exert an important influence is clearly shown
in the election of 1948 when the Progressive
Party polled enough votes to swing two im-
portant States to the Republican candidate.
I use this example because it is one of the
few cases where the effect of the vote of a
political minority group can be accurately
shown. It is more difficult to study the
voting patterns of other minority groups
because under the secret ballot these votes
cannot be separated in the final election re-
turns. However, there is no doubt that cer-
tain minority groups receive special treat-
ment in presidential campaigns, and we can
be sure that this is not without good reason.

A direct presidential election is needed,
then, for many reasons, but all of the reasons
are derived from the principle that all votes
cast should have equal importance in decid-
ing who is to be President. This principle
is basic in our democracy as well as in any
other democracy. It means not only that
all the votes cast will have the same mathe-
matical importance, but that all votes will
be the end product of virtually the same
opportunity of choice, as far as possible.

It is our duty to the world as well as to
our own citizens to perfect our form of de-
mocracy until it is beyond the criticlsm of
principle without execution. We must be
the example to the free world not only in our
words and ideas, but in our actions and our
conduct. We must mean what we say when
we dedicate ourselves to a government in

“which its strength, integrity, and sover-

eignty are those of its people, as expressed in
free, untrammeled elections.

JOINT COMMITTEE TO INVESTI-
GATE ALLEGED CRIMES AGAINST
HUMANITY 1IN TOTALITARIAN
COUNTRIES

Mr. KENNEDY submitted the follow-
ing concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.
16), which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives conecurring), That there is here-
by established a joint committee (herein-
after referred to as the “committee”) to be
composed of four Members of the Senate, to
be appointed by the President of the Senate,
and four Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, Vacancies in
the membership of the committee shall not
affect the power of the remaining members
to execute the functions of the committee,
and shall be filled in the same manner as in
the case of the original selection. The com-

.mittee shall select a chalrman from among

its members.

1727

SEc. 2. It shall be the duty of the com=-
mittee—

(a) to make a full and complete investi-
gation and study of the facts and circum-
stances surrounding atrocities and other
crimes against humanity (1) which are al-
leged to have been committed since June 25,
1950, in the course of hostilities in Korea,
and (2) which are alleged to have been com-
mitted by forces of totalitarian countries in
the course of the efforts of such countries to
dominate the free world; and

(b) to report, as soon as practicable dur-
ing the present Congress to the Senate and
the House of Representatives (or to the Sec-
retary of the Senate and the clerk of the
House of Representatives if the Congress is
not in session) the results of its investiga-
tion and study, together with such recom-
mendations as to necessary legislation as it
may deem desirable.

Sec. 3. For the purposes of this concurrent
resolution, the committee, or any subcom-
mittee thereof authorized by the committee
to hold hearings, is authorized (1) to sit and
act during the present Congress at such times
and places within or outside the United
States, during the sessions, recesses, and ad-
Journed periods of the 83d Congress, (2) to
hold such hearings, and (3) to require, by
subpena or otherwise, the attendance and
testimony of such witnesses, and the produc-
tion of such books, records, correspondence,
memoranda, papers, and documents, as it
deems necessary. Subpena may be issued
under the signature of the chairman of the
committee or any member of the committee
designated by him and may be served by any
person designated by such chairman or mem-

‘ber. The cost of steniographic service to re-

port such hearings shall not exceed 25 cents
per hundred words.

SEc. 4. (&) The committee shall have power
to employ and fix the compensation of such
officers, experts, and employees as it deems

_necessary in the performance of its duties.

(b) The expenses of the committee, which
shall not exceed $50,000, shall be paid one-
half from the contingent fund of the Senate
and one-half from the contingent fund of
the House of Representatives upon vouchers
signed by the chairman. Disbursements to
pay such expenses shall be made by the Sec-
retary of the Senate out of the contingent
fund of the Senate, such contingent fund to
be reimbursed from the contingent fund of
the House of Representatives in the amount
of one-half of the disbursements so made.

NOTICE OF CANCELLATION OF
HEARING ON PROPOSED LEGIS-
LATION PERMITTING COMPEL-
LING OF TESTIMONY AND GRANT-
ING IMMUNITY FROM PROSECU=-
TION IN CONNECTION THERE-
WITH
Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, on

March 4, 1953, I announced, on behalf

.of the standing Subcommittee on Im-

provements in Judieial Machinery of the
Committee on the Judiciary, that there
was to be a public hearing scheduled for
Tuesday, March 10, 1953, at 10 a. m., in
room 424, Senate Office Building on S.
565, permitting compelling of testimony
and granting immunity from prosecu-

“tion in connection therewith.

At this time I desire to announce and
give notice that the publiec hearing so
referred to has been cancelled without
date.

The subcommittee consists of myself,

‘as chairman, the Senator from Utah

[Mr. Wargins]l, and the Senator from
Idaho [Mr, WELKER],
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ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-
CLES, ETC. PRINTED IN THE
APPENDIX

On request, and by unanimous con-
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc.,
were ordered to be printed in the Appen-
dix, as follows:

By Mr. CASE:

Address delivered by Lt. Gen. Thomas D.
White, Alr Force Deputy Chief of Staff,
before the National Aviation Educational
Council at Atlantic City, N. J., February 12,
1953,

By Mr. COOPER:

Address entitled “Lincoln’s Path to Great-
ness,” delivered by Hon. CHAUNCEY W. REED,
chairman of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, House of Representatives, at the Fay-
ette Lincoln Day banquet, Lexington Ky.,
February 13, 1953.

By Mr. BYRD:

Statement entitled “Equality of Abstract
Individual Rights Under the Constitution™
prepared by Charles Hall Davis.

By Mr. MARTIN:

Article entitled “Four Herolec Army Chap-
lains Honored,” written by Benjamin
Prager and published in the Army and Navy
Legion of Valor magazine.

By Mr. WELKER:

Editorial entitled *“Benson, Farmers
Agree,” published in the Idaho Dally
Btatesman of March 2, 1953.

By Mr. LANGER:

Letter addressed to him by Mrs, Cora M.
Hanssen, of Gebo, Wyo., relative to old age
pensions and mineral rights,

By Mr. FULBRIGHT:

Article entitled “Invitation to Anarchy,”
written by Walter Lippmann and published
in the Washington Post of March 9, 1953.

By Mr. SALTONSTALL:

Article entitled “Massachusetts Boy Wins
Top Award in Science Search,” published in
the Washington Star of March 3, 1953, deal-
ing with an award to E. Alan Phillips, of
Lincoln, Mass.,, of the Westinghouse grand
science scholarship.

By Mr. THYE:

Article entitled “Where Does Mr. Farmer
Come In?" written by W. F. Schilling, and
published in the Northfield (Minn.) Inde-
pendent of March 5, 1953,

By Mr. HENNINGS:

Editorial from 8t. Louis Post-Dispatch of
March 1, 1953, on the establishment of the
Ford Foundation's Fund for the Republic.

Editorial comment and newspaper articles
relating to observance of 100th anniversary
of Washington University, St. Louis, Mo.

By Mr. TAFT:

Article entitled “New Regime's Record Is
One To Be Proud Of,” written by Gould Lin-
coln and published in the Washington Eve-
ning Star of March 7, 1953,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas:

Editorial entitled “Graceful Exit,” appear=
ing in the Washington Evening Star of Feb-
ruary 27, 1953,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado:

List of organizations represented at meet-
ing on tariffs and trade in Washington, D. C.,
on March 5, 1953, and a statement of tariff
and trade policy by nationwide industrial,
agricultural, and labor groups.

By Mr. ANDERSON:

Editorial from the Nashville Tennessean
with reference to the position of that State
on the question of oil from submerged lands.

By Mr. JACKSON:

Articles appearing in the Pacific Northwest
Public Power Bulletin on the subject of
hydro development in Alaska.

By Mr. HUMPHREY :

Article entitled “Do Our Schools Fear Free-
dom?" appearing in the Minneapolis Star.

Article entitled “Let's Respect the Dissent-
ing View,"” written by Paul G. Hoffman and
published in the Minneapolis Star of Janu-
ary 23, 1953.
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CATTLE AND BEEF PRICES—COR-
RESPONDENCE BETWEEN SENA-
TOR MURRAY AND THE SECRE-
TARY OF AGRICULTURE

Mr. MURRAY., Mr. President, on
February 6 I wrote the new Secretary of
Agriculture, Ezra Benson, asking him for
the answers to a number of questions
in which the farmers of Montana are
urgently interested. The length and
character of the reply I have received
from the Secretary indicates that
farmers will have to wait a consider-
able time for all the answers and that
their Government has only vague steps
in mind for them.

For example, the Secretary informs
me that beef prices should become bet-
ter because of his assistance in having
price ceilings removed from cattle. It
is difficult to understand how this asser-
tion can be supported at a time when the
price of cattle is well below the price
ceiling.

One of the questions I addressed to
the Secretary concerned his authority
under existing law to support livestock
prices.

In view of Friday’s announcement that
the price of beef has fallen to 89 per-
cent of parity—as contrasted with 130
percent a year ago and 92 percent a
month ago—it is particularly interesting
to find that Secretary Benson admits
that he does possess the power, under ex-
isting legislation, to. support cattle
prices.

He raises the question, however, as to
what could be done with the beef that
might have to be bought. A partial an-
swer to his question is found, I believe,
in the story in today's Washington Post
about malnutrition in the South Korean
Army. Let me quote from this story:

The food crisis in the army of the Re-
public of Eorea has grown so grave that Gen.
Paik Sun Yup, its chief of staff, yesterday
said he would ask the United Nations for
help.

Why can we not work out a plan to
ship beef to Korea? Y

Several of the questions I addressed
to the Secretary concerned the avail-
ability of credit for cattlemen. The
Secretary found little or nothing to be
concerned about, but I am sure the
farmers of Montana could tell him that
credit available to them is not adequate
to enable them to hold their cattle in-
stead of sending them to market at signs
of falling prices.

The Secretary concludes his reply by
saying that no legislation is needed with
respect to the type of loans the Depart-
ment is now authorized to make. I
think it is becoming more obvious—con-
trary to the Secretary’s opinion—that the
credit program of the Department of
Agriculture should be enlarged. I am
surprised and disappointed at the Secre-
tary's attitude of standing pat in the
present situation, and I believe that the
United States Congress should examine
thoroughly rural credit programs ad-
ministered by the Department, with a
view to expanding them.

Perhaps the legislation now on the
books will be found to be adequate, but
if so it is my opinion that loan authoriza-
tions will have to be increased mraterially
if we are to supply our farmers with suf=
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ficient credit to enable them to get their
work done and to market their products
in an orderly way, instead of having to
liquidate their holdings when credit be-
comes tight.

This can be done at no public cost, be=
cause the loan programs of the Depart-
ment are on a sound basis and the repay=-
ment records are excellent. The Depart-
ment should be authorized to loan all
the money that is needed, based on a
sound standard of security; and I can
think of no better investment than an
investment in a healthy agriculture
economy.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at this point in
connection with nmry remarks the letter
from Secretary Benson and his answers,
and the story in today’s Washington
Post, entitled “South Korea To Ask U. N.
Help in Food Crisis.”

There being no objection, the corre-
spondence was ordered to be printed in
the REcorbp, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1953.
Hon. JamMe: E. MURRAY,
United States Senate.

Dear SENaTOR: This is in reply to your let-
ter of February 6 indicating that the drop
in livestock prices has been of serious con=-
cern to cattlemen and requesting our views
on six questions. Attached are answers to
each of these questions. If you require any
further information on this problem, please
let us know,

Sincerely yours,
Ezra TAFT BENSON,
Secretary.

ANSWER TO QUESTIONS RAISED BY SENATOR
James E. MURRAY

Question 1: “Do you believe that the Gov=
ernment should take any action to deal with
the problem of declining livestock prices?™

The Department already has taken a nums=
ber of steps in connection with declining
livestock prices. When we took office a little
over 3 weeks ago, a drastic drop in cattle
prices was in process. Within 7 days a state=
ment was issued which reviewed the factors
responsible for the overall decline in farm
prices and pointed out that the Department
did not expect any major changes in farm
prices in the next several months, particular-
1y in view of the continuing high level of
consumer income. On the following day,
January 29, a public announcement was
made that the Department was doing every-
thing possible to have price controls and
compulsory grading of meat removed be-
cause these controls were contributing to the
decline in cattle prices and their removal
would strengthen and stabilize prices. This
was followed on February 3 by a call to cattle
producers to follow an orderly pattern of
marketing and to processors and distributors
to develop a greater demand for beef. This
statement pointed out that while somewhat
lower prices than in 1951 and 1952 were an=-
ticipated due to the unusual buildup in
numbers, the recent breaks in cattle prices
appeared to be temporary. A copy of that
statement is enclosed.

It is too early to judge what effect the
recent decontrol of cattle and meat prices,
abandonment of compulsory meat grading,
and orderly marketing suggested will have
on cattle and meat prices. We anticipate
that recent sharp price reductions in con-
sumer prices will move beef more readily in-
to consumption and stabilize prices.

Nevertheless, we are carefully watching
the cattle price situation. Any subsequent
action taken on cattle prices will be guided
by advice obtained from the best men in
the livestock and meat industries. Since
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taking office we have followed a policy of
consulting advisory groups in connection
with our commodity programs so as to ob-
tain the best judgment of farmers, farm
organizations, and industries. One of these
committees, the cotton committee, has al-
ready started its meetings and the special
dairy committee will meet in Washington be-
ginning on February 17.

Question 2: “Do you under existing legis-
lation have any authority to support live-
stock prices? If so, specify.”

Support of beef-cattle prices is not man-
datory under the Agricultural Act of 1949,
the authority under which our CCC price
support programs are undertaken. Hence,
any price-support program for beef cattle
would have to be undertaken under the pro-
visions relating to nonmandatory commodi-
ties contained in titles ITI and IV. These two
titles authorize the Secretary to support the
price of any nonmandatory commodity at a
jevel mot to exceed 90 percent of parity.
However, in determining whether to under-
take a support program and in deciding on
the level of support, the Secretary is required
to consider eight factors contained in sec-
tion 401 (b).

There is considerable question as fo wheth-
er a price-support program for beef cattle can
be justified, after considering the eight fac-
tors as reguired by law. One factor that
must be considered is the ability to dispose
of stocks acquired. To support prices of beef
cattle, we would have to buy beef carcasses or
cuts. Beef is perishable and its storage un-
der proper conditions is relatively expensive.
If extensive purchases were undertaken, we
would be faced with serious disposal prob-
lems. We probably would not be able to dis-
pose of any large quantities without incur-
ring tremendous losses. Outlets for which
donations are authorized could absorb only
limited quantities. As a result, in under-
taking any such program we would be faced
with a real possibility of spoilage and also
great loss in money.

The Department has the authority to un-
dertake surplus removal operations for beef
cattle under section 32 of the act of August
24, 1935. That act authorizes the Secre-
trary to take action to encourage exports,
and to encourage domestic consumption of
surplus commodities by diverting them from
the normal channels of trade. The method
usually used is to purchase commodities and
then donate them to eligible outlets, such
as the nonprofit school-lunch program, and
charitable institutions. However, such pur-
chases must be limited to the quantities for
which outlets are available. Furthermore,
purchases are not made at any specific sup-
port level as in price support, and cannot
be made at price levels which refiect a price
for the agricultural commodity in excess of
90 percent of parity. The latest report of
parity prices indicated that cattle prices were
92 percent of parity on January 15, 1953.
The quantity of beef that could be moved
through available outlets under a section
32 program would be very small relative to
the total supply. Hence, any surplus re-
moval operation for beef probably would have
little price effect on beef cattle, except per-
haps from a psychological standpoint.

Question 3: “What is the outstanding
amount of loans made to cattlemen for the
purpose of helping them build their herds?”

We have no information as to the total out-
standing amount of loans made to cattle-
men for the purpose of helping them build
their herds. "

On the basis of estimates made by the Fed-
eral intermediate-credit banks and produc-
tion-credit corporations, Farm Credit Ad-
ministration institutions now are financing
approximately $240 million of cattle loans,
consisting of feed-lot loans of $65 million and
range and breeder loans of $1756 million. We
have no way of determining how much of
this amount represents loans made for the
purpose of bullding herds. However, it 1s
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our opinion that most of this amount repre-
sents loans made to finance regular business
operations of livestock growers.

The nature of the production and sub-
sistence loans made by the Farmers Home
Administration is such that it is not possi-
ble to determine the portions of the loans
that are outstanding which were advanced
for the purchase of cattle.

Under this program, we have encouraged
and financed balanced farming operations
with farmers obtalning supervised credit as-
sistance. This has included the develop-
ment and improvement of grasslands and
acquiring beef cattle, dairy cattle, hogs, and
other livestock enterprises. In some disaster
areas, disaster loans have been made by the
Farmers Home Administration to stockmen.
Some of these loans included funds to re-
place cattle losses but not to build up herds.

Question 4: “Is it true that the banks are
now calling in a large portion of these
loans?"”

We have no information concerning the
extent to which commercial banks or other
institutions not financing through Farm
Credit Administration institutions may be
calling in their cattle loans. Our informa-
tion is that the institutions rediscounting
with the Faderal intermediate credit banks
are not forcing liquidation of their cattle
loans. Information which has come to us
would indicate that commercial banks are
becoming somewhat more selective in the
extension of credit to farmers and stockmen
generally.

Question 5: “Do the farm credit agencles
of the Federal Government have sufficient
powers and funds to assist the cattlemen and
the banks in dealing with this situation?”

The institutions under the supervision of
the Farm Credit Administration (Federal
intermediate credit banks and production
credit associations) have the necessary pow-
ers to finance loans to cattlemen who can
qualify for credit on a sound basis. Funds
for that purpose are derived principally
through sales of intermediate credit bank
debentures in the investment markets.
Such debentures are not guaranteed by the
Government. While the supply of funds is
not unlimited, these institutions would be
able to finance a considerable additional vol-
ume of sound loans.

The Federal intermediate credit banks do
not at this time have the manpower re-
quired to handle a greatly increased volume
of loans and discounts, in addition to that
expected in their normal operations. Should
they be called upon to finance a materially
greater proportion of the credit required by
the cattle industry, it would be necessary to
adjust their administrative expense author-
izations, by congressional action, to enable
them to employ additional personnel and
defray other necessary expenses.

In addition to the seasonal and short-
term credit facilities of the Farm Credit sys-
tem referred to above, the Federal land banks
have sufficient powers and funds to assist
farmers and stockmen who are eligible and
can qualify for mortgage loans under the
limitations of the laws governing the land
banks. In all probability, there are some
cattlemen who have sufficient equities in
their real estate to enable them to obtain
Federal land bank loans. A Federal land
bank loan cannot exceed 65 percent of the
normal value of the farm m d and
loans to any one borrower cannot exceed
$100,000.

Production and subsistence loans made by
the Farmers Home Administration are for
the purpose of assisting operators of family-
type farms who cannot get satisfactory credit
elsewhere, to acquire productive livestock
farm machinery, and for other operating ex-
penses necessary for successful farming.
Such loans are made primarily to acquire
the resources necessary for a well-balanced
farm business,

Disaster loans made pursuant to Public
Law 38 are restricted to those areas desig-
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nated by the Secretary because of a produc-
tion disaster which has caused a widespread
need among farmers of the area for credit,
not otherwise available, to continue their
operations. The purpose of this program is
to provide a temporary source of credit to
help farmers who have suffered production
losses to recover from such losses sufficiently
to return to their normal sources of credit.
These loans are made where farmers have
sustained production losses and are not
available under the act to farmers whose
need for Government credit arises because
of an economic condition.

Question 6: “If not, would you favor spe-
clal legislation to provide emergency loans
to help cattlemen carry their herds during
the present period?"

No special legislation is needed with re-
spect to the types of credit loans the Depart-
ment now is authorized to make.

To the extent that cattlemen who meed
Government loans to continue in operation
also have suffered losses of production in
feed crops, pastures, ranges, etc., the present
facilities of the Farmers Home Administra=-
tion are adequate. ,

The Farm Credit Administration does not
need any special legislation to enable it to
continue to serve farmers who have a sound
basis for credit.

SECRETARY BENSON STRESSES ORDERLY CATTLE
MARKETING AND DEVELOPMENT OF CONSUMER
DEMAND

Calling upon producers to follow an orderly
pattern of marketing, and processing and dis-
tribution agencies to develop a consumer
demand for beef, Secretary of Agriculture
Ezra Taft Benson today sounded a note of
optimism to reassure cattle people disturbed
by the decline of fed cattle prices at central
markets.

“The United States economy is funda=
mentally strong,” the Secretary pointed out.
“Employment and incomes are higher than
ever before. This promises more stability in
cattle prices, particularly since reductions
due this year in the supply of pork will bol-
ster the market for cattle.

“As the Department repeatedly has called
to the attention of producers, the rapid
buildup in catile numbers has pointed to a
somewhat lower level of prices than in 1951
or 1952, Recent breaks appear to be an un=
orderly and temporary overadjustment to
what should be a natural reaction to this
increase in cattle numbers. We feel that a
return to orderly marketing will check the
price slide.”

The Secretary pointed out that prices of
fed cattle in central markets have declined
sharply in recent weeks., In late January,
average prices of Cholce slaughter steers at
Chicago were down 87 per 100 pounds from
late November. Good steers had dropped $6
in the same period. On 1,000-pound steers
these declines amount to $60 and 8§70 per
head.

Moreover, the markets have been unsettled,
showing much day-to-day change and a wide
range of prices paid for cattle nearly alike in
quality. Last week individual sales of choice
grade steers at Chicago varied from $22.50
to $31.50 per 100 pounds. A year earlier the
range had been less than half as wide.

The market for cattle has been under pres=-
sure since early fall as receipts have in-
creased. Cattle production in the United
States was expanded rapidly during the past
4 years in response to the strong demand for
beef. Numbers on farms were built up from
77,000,000 in January 1949, to 88,000,000 in
January 1852, and a further rise during 1952
was indicated. Although total numbers for
January 1953 will not be known until Febru-
ary 13, the number in feedlots has been re-
ported at a new high, up 16 percent from
January 1952.

With dry weather in many areas an added
stimulus, marketings of range cattle began to
increase last fall, and severe price declines
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resulted for this kind of cattle. Now many of
those cattle that went into feedlots are mov=
ing to slaughter.

As supply conditions have changed over
the past year, the tenor of the market has
shifted abruptly from the inflationary spirit
of a year or two ago to a depressed condition
now. Uncertainty on the part of both buyers
and sellers has contributed to an unwar-
ranted pessimism. Disturbed by the price
trends, many feeders have let their cattle go
at half finish. At three Midwest markets in
January, more than twice as many fed steers
of Commercial grade were received than a
year ago, and receipts of Good grade were 60
percent larger. Numbersof Choice and Prime
grade were down 26 percent. Meanwhile,
consumer demand for the bigger supply of
beef, especially of the medium quality, has
not yet been fully expressed.

“Complaints have been recelved,” the Sec-
retary pointed out in closing, “that the com-
pulsory grading required by OPS8 and the
retention of price ceilings on beef have con-
tributed to price declines. I have publicly
announced my recommendation that these
. requirements be ended. Leaders in the in-
dustry agree that the removal of controls
would in itself tend to strengthen cattle
prices and stabilize markets.”

[From the Washington Post of February 27,
1653]

Souvr EKorea To Asx U. N. Herp 1y Foop
CRIsIS

Seovr, February 27.—The food crisis in the
Army of the Republic of Korea has grown
so grave that Gen. Paik Sun Yup, its chief
of staff, yesterday said he would ask the
United Nations for help. He did not go into
detail.

It is a paradox that the South Korean
Army is gaining strength in numbers and
losing strength at the “chow” line. Defense
Minister Shin Tae Yong yesterday said at
Pusan that in the miserable food sltuation
the Bouth Korean soldier gets only a third
of the calories he needs.

This has eent several thousand Eorean
draftees to hospitals with tuberculosis, mal-
nutrition, and other dietary diseases. Medi-
cal sources would not reveal the figure, but
Korean Army officers said 7,000 men—the
equivalent of 2 Eorean regiments—had been
affected.

Communist propaganda has made much
of the situation. Peiping broadcasts assert
the number of desertions increases daily.

Lt. Col. Eim Dong Ik, commanding officer
of the EKorean 36th Army Hospital, sald the
average Korean soldier gets about 2,900 cal-
ories a day, although he needs about 4,000
&8s a minimum.

This does not include the 2,500 Eoreans
with each United States division, who get
the same number of calories as Americans,
Independent Korean divisions, however, have
been fed by the Korean Government.

Shin said the South EKorean Government,
deep in its third hard year of war and short
of money and resources, is helpless to solve
the food situation.

The EKorean Military Advisory Group,
whose alm is to help the Koreans, says it is
doing what it can.

INTEREST ON THE PUBLIC DEET

Mr, DWORSHAK. Mr. President,
only a few months ago the American
people were reminded that they “never
had it so good before.,” Of course, that
statement has many implications, and
many interpretations may be placed
upon it.

In this morning’s issue of the Wash-
ington Times-Herald appears an article
under the heading “Debt Interest in 25
Years Cost United States $60 Billion.”
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In the fiscal year 1933, which was about
the time when the late President Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt took over control of the
Federal Government, the total expendi-
tures of the Federal Government for a
12 months’ period amounted to $4,622,-
865,028. I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp at this point
as a part of my remarks the article to
which I have referred, written by Walter
Trohan, and published in this morning’s
issue of the Washington Times-Herald.
The article lists, for a 25-year period
from 1929, including 8 months of 1953,
the annual interest payments on the
Federal debt. -

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

DeBT INTEREST IN 25 YEARS CosT UNITED
STATES $60 BrLLION—BUDGET BALANCED
ONLY 5 TIMES IN PERIOD

(By Walter Trohan)

Interest on the public debt has cost the
American people more than $60 billion in
the last 25 years.

A study of Treasury interest payments
from July 1, 1928, into 1953 discloses that
interest payments on the debt mounted to a
total cost of §$60,600,411,000.

Federal borrowlng was condemned by
Thomas Jefferson. In a letter to Eldridge
Gerry, Jefferson sald:

“I sincerely believe with you that the prin-
ciple of spending money to be pald by pos-
terity, under the name of funding, is but
swindling futurity on a large-scale basis.”

FIVE BALANCED BUDGETS

In only 5 of the 25 fiscal years studled was
the budget balanced and a surplus accumu-
lated. Four of these years were Under Re-
publican rule or a Republican Congress. The
years were 1829, 1030, 1947, 1948, and 1950.

Since the end of World War II the interest
on the public debt has passed the $4 billion
mark. It is now approaching $G billion
& year.

The interest on the public debt is now
costing taxpayers more than it cost to run
the Government in any year, except for the
expenditures of World War I, through the
fiscal year which ended June 30, 1833. In
that fiscal year, which marked the first
months of the New Deal, the total cost of
running the Federal Government was
$4,611,000,000.

TABLE OF PAYMENTS

Annual reports of the Secretary of the
Treasury for the fiscal years from 1929
through February 27, 1953, indicated interest
payments as follows:

1929 $678, 330, 000
1930 659, 347, 000
1931 611, 559, 000
1932 599, 276, 000
1933 —— 689, 356, 000
1934 759, 600, 000
1935, 913, 100, 000
1936 B67, 400, 000
1937 866, 384, 000
1938 Sk 926, 200, 000
1939 941, 000, 000
1940 , 1, 041, 000, 000
1941 1, 110, 200, 000
1942 1, 260, 000, 000
1943 1, 813, 000, 000
b L R = S —— 2, 610, 000, 000
1945. 3, 621, 000, 000
1946 4, 747, 500, 000
1947 4, 958, 000, 000
1948 5, 187, 800, 000
1949 5,352, 300, 000
1950 5, 496, 300, 000
1951 5, 615, 100, 000
1952 5, 853, 000, 000
1853 (8 months) cceevenceaa 3, 612, 150, 000

60, 690, 411, 000
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This compilation does not include $1 bil-
lion interest paid on Government guaranteed
obligations for the years from 1936
through 1852.

SOUNDED OTHER WARNINGS

Jefferson sounded other warnings against
Federal borrowing. In 1791 he wrote James
Monroe, saying:

“We are ruined if we do not overrule the
principle that the more we owe the more
prosperous we shall be; that a public debt
furnishes the means of enterprise; that if
ours be once paid off, we should incur an-
other by any means, however extravagant.”

In 1802, as President, he wrote:

“If we can prevent the Government from
wasting the labors of the people under pre-
tense of taking care of them, they must
become happy.”

Mr. DWORSHAEK. I should like to
stress the point that in the fiseal year
1952, it required $5,853,000,000 to pay the
interest on the Federal debt, which sum
is more than $1 billion in excess of the
total expenditures of the Federal Gov=
ernment in the fiscal year 1933.

AUTHORIZATION TO COMMITTEE ON
FOREIGN RELATIONS TO REPORT
NOMINATIONS

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr, Presi-
dent, on behalf of the chairman of the
Foreign Relations Committee [Mr.
Wirzyl, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on Foreign Relations be
authorized to report nominations for
the executive calendar, following the
close of business today, up to 12 o’clock
midnight of Tuesday March 10.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

ARE THE CHURCHES FAILING OUR
GI'S?

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. President, this
morning I should like to call attention to
a magazine article in which some of our
top military spiritual leaders indicate
that at least a part of our churches are
failing to play their full role in our
mobilization program.

The article, to which I refer, is entitled
“Are the Churches Failing Our GI's?”
and it appears on newsstands today in
the March issue of the American Mer-
cury magazine.

It is not my intention to take personal
issue with any creed or denomination,
but as chairman of the Veterans Sub=-
committee of the Senate Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare, I am par-
ticularly interested in this subject. Par-
ticularly am I concerned with this report
because of the possible effects which in-
adequate spiritual guidance for our GI's
may have on the domestic life of our
Nation in future years.

This article, written by Scott Hershey
and Harry Tennant, states that Rear
Adm. S. W. Salisbury, Chief of Naval
Chaplains, retired last month so that he
could devote his full time to contacting
church leaders. He is sufficiently con-
cerned with the gravity of the situation
that he is now trying to develop a pro-
gram which will make the Nation's
churches more effective in preparing our
young men and women for their period
of military service and to administer to
gh’eir moral stability while on military

uty.
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To me the seriousness of this matter
is revealed in a statement by the Chair-
man of the Armed Forces Chaplains
Board, Maj. Gen. Charles Carpenter.
This Defense Department spiritual
leader said that the general assembly of
the National Council of Churches re-
cently gave only 25 minutes out of a
3-day conference to a discussion of the
spiritual problems of men and women in
the services.

Admiral Salisbury deplores the atti-
tude of many churchmen, some educa-
tors, and various groups of pacifists who
put forth the idea that a tour of duty
with the military is something to be
stoically endured, and that it is simply 2
years out of the life of a young man.

It happens that I am a Presbyterian
by faith. I am, therefore particularly
concerned that this article points out
that, with some exceptions, the Protes-
tants have fallen down on the job. They
have failed to indoctrinate their young
men on the spiritual problems and re-
sponsibilities they will face upon enter-
ing the service. They have failed to
maintain adequate contact with their
members after they have been called to
duty. They have sometimes ignored the
needs of spiritual and social require-
ments of their members stationed in
nearby military installations. I am told
that many denominations have refused
to make their best young ministers avail-
able for chaplain duty in the Armed
Forces.

Perhaps my colleagues may view with
alarm this situation, as I do. I am in
accord with the view our military spirit-
ual leaders recently took of a Kremlin
pronouncement that the danger in
Russia today was the association of
Russian young people with the church
and that the Soviets were taking steps
to see that such association ended.
General Carpenter has bluntly warned
the heads of United States churches that
failure to recognize their responsibility
to the youth now in service could pro-
duce the same result but without the
same statement of purpose.

I hope all Members of the Senate will
agree with me as to the importance of
this subject. Because of its pertinence
I ask unanimous consent that the article
be incorporated in the body of the
Recorp at this point as a part of my
remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Are THE CHURCHES Faming OUmr GI's?

(By Scott Hershey and Harry Tennant)

Each year for the next few years—and as
far ahead as we can see—more than a million
young men and women will be uprooted from
their homes and their communities and
drafted or enlisted into the Armed Forces.
Another million annually will be mustered
back into civilian life as service alumni.

A generation from now these young men
and young women will be expected to pro-
vide the political, the social, and the eco-
nomic leadership of the Nation, And the
manner in which they fulfill these expecta-
tions will depend to a large degree on the
imprints left upon their characters by their
tenure of service in the Armed Forces.

This very obvious fact is the source of
increasing alarm among the chaplains in all
echelons of the Army, the Navy, and the Air
Force. They,believe that the most impor-
tant factor in bullding the character of
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young men and women—thelr spiritual life
and guidance—is being badly neglected as
far as those in the Armed Forces are con-
cerned.

A study of the situation reveals that the
Armed Forces themselves, the Congress, and
the public must all share some of the blame.
But, in the opinion of the chief chaplains
of the services, the major responsibility—
and the major fallure—is that of the
churches themselves.

The grave apprehension of the service
chaplains is illustrated by the retirement
last month of the Chief Chaplain of the
United States Navy, Rear Adm. 8. W. Salis-
bury, a vigorous, active, outspoken man. He
announced his retirement at the age of 62,
s0 that he can devote his full time to main-
taining contacts with church leaders and
seminarians throughout the Nation, ac-
quainting them with the seriousness of the
situation, and urging them and their
churches to develop positive, detailed pro-
grams to meet their challenge.

“We are a military state, whether we like
it or not—and modst of us do not,” he said.
“Nevertheless, the fact that we have been
forced into a military state in time of
peace—or semipeace—demands that our
churches develop new technigues and new
programs, if they are to fulfill their spiritual
responsibilities to our young GI men and
women,"”

The Chief Chaplains of the Army and the
Alr Force, Major Generals Ivan Loveridge
Bennett and Charles I. Carpenter, are in full
agreement with Admiral Salisbury regard-
ing the gravity of the challenge. And with
varying degrees of emphasis they concur in
Admiral Salisbury’'s opinion, that, while
most of the churches did an excellent job
of meeting the spiritual problems of the GI
during the two world wars, they have failed
sadly to meet the entirely different, and un-
precedented, problem resulting from the
mobilization of 3,500,000 men and women in
the Armed Forces in time of troubled peace.

The Armed Forces Chaplains Board, of
which these three clergymen are members,
was created by the Secretary of Defense to
advise him on spiritual and moral problems
in the services. It is composed of the three
Chiefs of Chaplains, Army, Navy, and Air
Force, and one additional representative
from each service. Its purpose is to make
possible a unified approach to the moral and
spiritual and other related problems within
the services.

“Many denominations have failed miser-
ably to keep pace with the current needs of
youth in the service,” General Carpenter,
who is chairman of the Armed Forces Chap-
lains Board, declared. *“Thelr apathetic at-
titude is illustrated by a recent meeting of
the General Assembly of the National Coun-
cil of Churches, at which I spoke on behalf
of the service chaplains,

“Only 25 minutes, of a 3-day conference,

was devoted to the discussion of the spiritual .

problems of the men and women of the
Army, Navy, and Air Force.”

Admiral Salisbury, who addressed the
conference in 1951, noted that “it was not
until 2 years ago that the conference even
acknowledged that the problem existed.”

Curiously enough the three chief chaplains,
General Carpenter a Methodist, General
Bennett a Southern Baptist, and Admiral
Salisbury a Presbyterian, agree that the

-problem is predominantly a Protestant one.

They feel that the Catholic Church and the
Jewish faiths are fully aware of the needs
of their youth in the service, and have taken
adequate steps to meet them.

“The Catholic Church, by its very nature,
leaves it up to the individual to maintain
contact with the Church—whether in or out
of the service,”” Admiral Salisbury said,
“Members of the Jewish faith, individualistic
in nature, are drawn together by the tenets
of their religion. Consequently, these two
faiths are not beset by the same problems
which plague the Protestant churches.”
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Chaplains In all branches of the service
report they receive excellent cooperation from
the National Catholic Welfare Conference
and the Jewish Welfare Board.

Many Catholic high schools and universi-
ties have established excellent preinduction
courses for their students. In these courses,
the prospective recruit is advised that mili-
tary service is a part of life, not a detached
period in which the moral standards he ad-
heres to at home can be temporarily sus-
pended. He is counseled to prepare himsell
mentally, physically, and spiritually for his
new experience. He is informed of the vari-
ous programs in the Armed Forces in which
he can participate to the advantage of his
chosen career. He is given lectures, illus-
trated by motion pictures, to guide him in
such problems as marriage and his relations
with men and women of other races, creeds,
and nationalities, of other habits and
customs.

Similar programs have been adopted by
a few nonsectarian schools, Protestant
churches, and isolated communities. But
they are all too few.

With a few notable exceptions the Protes=
tant sects have fallen down on the job.
They have failed to indoctrinate their young
on the spiritual problems and responsibili-
ties they will face on entering the service.
They have failed to maintain contact with
their members after they have been called
to duty. They have ignored the spiritual
and social requirements of members of their
faiths stationed in nearby Army, Navy, and
Air Force installations.

And probably most important of all, many
denominations have refused to make their
best young ministers avallable for chaplain
duty. Some faiths have even failed to pro-
vide enough ministers to fill the modest quo-
tas of chaplains assigned to them, quotas
which are based on the number of men and
women of their faith in the services.

“Many of the churches are saying that
they cannot give us their best men,” said
General Carpenter. “Most of them are say-
ing that they can't give us more men because
the demand for them in civilian life is too
great. Church leaders are giving us all kinds
of alibls to evade their obligation of pro-
viding an adequate number of competent
young ministers for chaplain duty.”

One of the paradoxes of the problem Is
that, while the churches are actively fight-
ing communism and are a bulwark against
this threat to our liberty and freedom, they
are overlooking an opportunity to engage
this godless enemy directly by ministering
to the spiritual needs of their young men
and women on military duty.

“All churches deplore the inroads of com-
munism,” General Carpenter said, “yet many
of them are shortsighted, failing to realize
that, while we are actively fighting commu-
nism overseas, they are indifferent to the in-
fluence of godlessness at home.

“We have reached the place, as we ap-
proach this entire new concept of militarism
in American life, where it isn't enough to
sit down ond argue about peace and war and
what Christ said about military service.

“That isn’t our problem. Our problem is,
What are we going to do with the kids who
are on duty in the service of the kingdom of
God today?" .

Admiral Salisbury deplored the attitude of
many churchmen and educators who put
forward the idea that a tour of military duty
is something to be stoically endured; that
it is simply 2 years out of the life of the
young men.

“Nonsense,” said Admiral Salisbury. “It
is a time of growth and development; during
which they need proper guidance. These
young men can't develop if they have the
attitude that they can drop the church for
2 years and then go back again when they
return home; that they can ignore their
moral training until their tour of duty is
over; or that after a spiritual vacation they
will suddenly become men of character in
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their own communities, when their military
service is ended.”

The military spiritual heads were reluctant
to discuss recent disclosures of widespread
desertions. However, one chaplain remarked
that the record showed that many deserters
were unable to adjust themselves to a new
mode of life, because of a lack of spiritual
and moral discipline at home.

For example, General Carpenter saild that,
at one Air Force indoctrination center, a
recent check showed the startling fact that
religious illiteracy of young men entering
the center ranged between 15 and 28 percent.
He explained that these young men had no
background of religious training or spiritual
guidance to the extent that it had impressed
itself upon their characters.

He feels that it is just as important for the
churches to develop programs to reach these
young men as it is to maintain their contacts
with those who are being separated from
their regular church for the first time in
their lives.

The Chief Chaplain found considerable
ifrony in a recent statement issued by.the
Eremlin, expressing alarm at the drift of
Russian young people toward the church.
Steps would be taken, the Soviet leaders
warned ominously, to end this dangerous
trend.

“We have warned the heads of United
States churches,” General Carpenter said,
“that continued neglect of their responsi-
bility to the youth now in service is produc-
ing the same results that the Eremlin seeks,
but without such a frank statement of pur-

*“The future of the churches of America
is being sabotaged by their own apparent
unwillingness to meet the spiritfual needs of
the men and women who are wearing their
country’s uniform today.”

The chaplains of all ranks and all denomi-
nations point out that the problem the Na-
tion faces on the spiritual front today is far
different from that in World War II, when a
total of 22 million young men and women
served varying periods in the Army, Navy,
Alr Force, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, and
Merchant Marine.

“The very existence of war provided a cer-
tain spiritual exultation to many young men
and women,” one young chaplain remarked.
“Then, too, the issues were brought into
sharper focus, the need for great personal
sacrifice more clearly defined. More impor-
tant, we were a Nation united in a single,
recognizable purpose, and nearly everybody
played his part—the churches, the communi-
ties and the individuals.

“The problems of the peacetime army are
far different. There is little if any spiritual
uplift felt by the young men and women who
are drafted, or reluctantly enlisted into the
Armed Forces. Many of them find military
life, at its best, an irksome duty; at its worst,
an intolerable existence. The issues at stake
are no longer so clearly defined. And, most
unfortunate, there is division among their
elders as to the purpose and need of the
sacrifices they are making. Thelr need for
spiritual direction and strength is even
greater than the needs of elder brothers and
slsters a few years ago, or their fathers during
World War 1"

. Yet it is this greater need that 1s being so
sorely neglected by church and community—
both of which responded so splendidly to the
lesser challenges of two World Wars—in the
opinions of the chaplains. Within a few
years more than 10 million young men and
women will have spent an average of 2 years
in service, and spiritual isolation. When
they return to civilian life, as Admiral Salis-

pointed out, “they will bring back with
them the imprint of their service life, their
observations, and their experiences in coun-
tries in which they have served.”

General Bennett, who has served 31 years
in the Army, and recently completed a 3-year
tour of duty as Command Chaplain, Far East
Command, put it this way:
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“We cannot afford to neglect the problems
resulting from the large increase of our mili-
tary establishment—a situation that has no
foreseeable end. It Is almost trite, but ob-
viously true, to say that the life of the church
of tomorrow depends on the men in the
service today.”

The same thought was expressed In dif-
ferent words by Capt. E. L. Ackiss, Chief
Chaplain, United States Navy, retired:

“Strong measures by your theological semi-
naries, our churches, and our synagogues,
and by our religious communities to meet
this continuing emergency in the lives of our
young people, are an absolute necessity for
the survival both of our religion and of our
Nation.”

A few of the Protestant sects are taking
steps in the right direction. The chief
chaplains agree that the Armed Forces Com-
mission of the Lutheran Church, Missouri
Synod, 1s doing an outstanding job. The
Southern Baptists recently embarked on a
comprehensive program to keep in touch
with their young men and women in the
Armed Forces. The Presbyterian Church has
started a similar program, but on only a
limited and experimental basis. The Amer-
ican Bible Society was praised for providing
a million and a quarter Bibles to troops in
Eorea. All these programs are excellent,
the chaplains say, but they are too limited
in scope, and too few in number,

One particularly vexing problem in main-
taining the morale—and the morals—of
large Armed Forces in peacetime is that of
providing proper recreational facilities and
social activities, particularly to troops away
from their posts. Military authorities have
little trouble with the GI as long as he is
within the confines of the miiltary establish-
ment. There, recreational and social oppor=
tunities are provided.

Obviously, however, there 1s a 1imit to the
time that American young men and women
outside the combat areas can be restricted
to the limits of their military posts, with-
out a serious loss of morale. It is when the
young GI, man or woman, is “out on the
town" that trouble is usually encouraged.

And here again, the chaplains believe, the
churches must accept & full share of the
responsibility., For a substantial proportion
of the trouble that members of our Armed
Forces get into would be avoided if the
churches in the communities near military
posts would develop recreational and soclal
programs for the service people of their
faith.

“The opportunity for young servicemen to
join in church-sponsored recreational groups
is an Integral part of their spiritual train-
ing,” General Carpenter sald. “This is par-
ticularly true of Protestant youth which has
always looked to the church to provide soclal
activities.

“But in community after community the
local churches have lgnored the recreational
needs of the men and women stationed at
nearby military and naval installations.”

As a result of this dereliction, hundreds
of thousands of unsophisticated young serv-
ice men and women who might otherwise be
attending church socials, are drawn into
cheap dance halls, disreputable night clubs,
clip joints, and sordid dives. They are sub=-
Jected to temptations that either did not
exist in their own communities, or, if they
did exist, they were able to resist because
of the strength of their tles with home and
church. Deprived of that strength, they
often fall easy victim to the hordes of chis-
elers, sharpers, professional gamblers, and
prostitutes who prey on lonely, restless serv-
icemen. The results are frequently a seri-
ous undermining of the victim's moral fiber;
sometimes sudden tragedy, imprisonment,
and even violent death.

Many churches feel they have discharged
their obligation to service people when they
announce, through the chaplain, the time
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and place of their services and soclal func-
tions.

In this attitude the chaplains feel that the
church is simply following the pattern of
so0 many communities which regard the serv-
iceman as merely a source of revenue; not
as a fellow Christian to be accepted and
welcomed into the community’'s social life.
There are relatively few churches, the chap-
lains say, which have gone directly to the
gervicemen of their faith, at nearby installa-
tions, and invited them to become a part
of their congregation, and participate fully
in all its activities.

There are some exceptions. Admiral Salis~
bury noted that pitifully few churches in
‘Washington, D. C., conduct sightseeing tours
of the Nation’s Capital for servicemen, end-
ing with church or young people's devotions.
He mentioned Jacksonville, Fla., as a com=-
munity which has projects for servicemen
and provides them with maps of various
churches and other points of interest in the
city. The San Diego City Federation of
Churches has a friends-finder service, which
takes servicemen into church homes in the
area and arranges for them to attend services
in the local churches with these families.

At the top of the list of communities which
have recognized the problem and in which
the churches and local businessmen have
united to meet it, is Belleville, Ill. A
Salisbury said this community, which had
one of the worst records about a year ago,
is now almost a model of what can be done
to provide spiritual and recreational guid-
ance for the servicemen stationed near there.

‘The Department of Defense feels it has dis-
charged its obligations in the spiritual field
by the support it gives through the Corps of
Chaplains. The assistance given, however, is
in some cases limited. For example, the
Navy chaplains last year requested a $800,000
appropriation for their work. By the time
the Defense Department, the Bureau of the
Budget, and the Congress got through with
this request it was slashed to less than one=
third that amount. There are about 900
Navy chaplains. The funds made available
amounted to about $300 per chaplain and
this broken down further shows the ridicu-
lously low figure of between 35 and 40 cents
per man per year.

The Navy chaplain’s office submitted a
budget request for $1,026,000 in the current
budget now before the Congress, By the
time this request went through the Penta-
gon and the Bureau of the Budget the
amount was reduced to 300,000 This
amounts to about $333.33 per chaplain, which
is an increase of $33.33 per chaplain over the
previous year—Iif the Congress does not
further reduce it. Compare this with the
£46 billion requested in the new budget for
the armed services.

In the matter of the construction of
chapels, a benevolent Government is equally
remiss. For example: In the Navy the con-
struction of chapels is under the Bureau of
Yards and Docks shore development pro-
gram. Navy chaplains, who serve the Marine
Corps, have been trying since 1040 to obtain
funds for a suitable and adequate chapel at
Quantico Marine Base. Recently the Chief
of Chaplains of the Navy was advised that
construction of a chapel had finally made the
shore development list. He was exuberant.
His exuberance chilled somewhat when he
was further advised that the chapel was
33d on the list. Thirty-third turned out
to be last on the list. What was the 32d
project on the list? Construction of stables.

While all three services could use more
chaplains, the Navy seems to have less diffi-
culty filling its quota than do the Army and
the Alr Force. General Bennett said that the
Army is presently short about 200 chaplains,
The Alr Force s having difficulty in filling its
quota. The Navy is on the alert for chap-
laln&s. but primarily to meet replacement
needs.

Admiral Salisbury has pointed out that,
while the chaplaincy in the past has been an
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emergency service, “from here on out for our
generation, the military chaplaincy will rank
in the church as a regular form of Christian
service for ordained ministers of the Gospel.”

“It has become a calling as valid and as im-
portant as the foreign missionary, or the
home pastorate,” Admiral Salisbury said. “It
represents a great opportunity and challenge
and, by the strong support of her chaplains,
the church is ultimately contributing to the
enriching and strengthening of her own life.”

At a recent Pentagon conference for re-
ligious leaders, delegates were told by a Chap-
lains Corps spokesman that “there isn't a
church represented here today that isn’t
throwing into the mission fields of the world
everything it can throw. In many instances
you are having to overcome the greatest ob-
stacles to bring the gospel into the hearts of
men. Here stands an agency of Govern-
ment—the Corps of Chaplains—which opens
its arms and says please come and hear our
words, and the ear of the church is turned
against it and the leadership that is needed
of the church is absolutely neglected.”

Refuting the alibis of many churches for
their failure to provide gualified chaplains,
military leaders believe, is the current em-
phasis given by many denominations to
placing student pastors in institutions of
higher learning. Military men contend that
the armed services today have become the
greatest educational institution in the coun-
try. Yet one denomination had less than
200 chaplains with the military services,
and more than 400 student pastors in col-
leges and universities.

In one branch of the service, strength is
about twice what it was a year ago. In order
to obtain chaplains, this branch called every
reserve chaplain 48 years of age and under,
in the grade of major and below. An official
charged with this task said, “It was like pull-
ing teeth to get some of the men who held
definite reserve commissions.” The chief
difiiculty was not the refusal of the chaplain
himself, but that of religious leaders, church
officials, and even politicians who wrote let-
ters insisting that these men be deferred to
gerve in their home communities,

In discussing the church's relationship
with the Army, General Bennett explained:
“Of course the local communities cannot be
drained of spiritual leadership by the serv-
ices, without a resulting deterioration of
morals dnd moral standards among the
civilian population.

“It is necessary to maintain a balance be-
tween the men and women on the home front
and those in the armed services. It takes all
these men and women to make up the Nation
and we must keep in mind the welfare of the
country as a whole.”

Under present procedure the services ask
the various churches to provide chaplains,
according to the number of men and women
under arms. The quotas are allotted among
Protestant, Catholic, and Jewish religions on
the basis of the number of men of each faith
in the services. In addition to certain physi-
cal and mental requirements, the chaplains
must meet other standards necessitated by
the unusual aspects of their missions in the
Armed Forces.

General Bennett pointed out that about
70 percent of the men studying for the min-
istry or the priesthood today are former
servicemen. A large percentage of the chap-
lains who served in World War II were
Reserve officers. Many of these have re-
turned to active-duty status, but many more
are unavailable because of age and grade
limitations.

The Chaplains Corps does not have the
responsibility of providing chaplains. The
churches do have this responsibility.

“The churches must face the fact that
this mission fleld is the place in which they
need to place men,” said General Carpenter,
“not because someone wants volumes and
numbers but because the souls of men de=-
pend upon whether there are enough chap-
lains to provide adequate spiritual care.”
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Not too long ago the very existence of the
Corps of Chaplains was threatened by per-
sistent attacks from many churches. In the
early thirties, when a wave of pacifism was
at its height, a leading nondenominational
religious weekly advocated discontinuance of
ecclesiastical endorsement of chaplains by
the general commission or any of its affili-
ated denominations. Many denominational
publications joined in the attack. One
group, the Disciples of Christ, voted to send
no more chaplains to the Armed Forces, and
requested the general commission to sever
its connection with the military chaplaincy,
In 1934 several Methodist conferences re-
quested their bishops to refrain from sending
any of their members to the chaplaincy. In
1936 the Evangelical and Reformed Church
refused further participation. The Metho-
dist Episcopal Church requested the federal
council to seek a method whereby civilian
ministers might render the spiritual ministry
to the Armed Forces,

The efforts resulted in an attitude survey
by the federal council of the Armed Forces
chaplains. They found a strong sense of vo-
cation among the chaplains and learned that
uniform and rank were both important fac-
tors in their work.

In due time, the tide of pacifism ebbed
with the coming of the shadows of World
War II, and the prestige of the chaplain rose
again in ecclesiastical circles.

Now, the chaplaincy has the finest oppor=
tunities for service; the highest standing in
the military scheme; and the best possible
equipment for professional performance.
But many chaplains fear that some of the
churches are showing signs of reverting again
to the attitude they held toward the Corps
of Chaplains back in the 1930's.

Important as the chaplaincy is, however,
the chief chaplains agree that without the
full support and cooperation of the churches
they cannot perform their missions. Admiral
Salisbury emphasizes that the churches
must bring their influence to bear on their
young men and women before they go into
the service, while they are in, and when they
get home again.

General Carpenter has suggested that,
when an inductee leaves o go into the serv-
ice, some agency of his church should be
informed by his pastor. This agency of the
church should be responsible for maintaining
contact with the GI throughout his entire
period in service. General Carpenter further
suggested that the churches name a contact
pastor from a church of the same denomina-
tion located nmear the Military Establishment
where the man is stationed. The contact
pastor could then go into the Milltary Es-
tablishment and get acquainted with the
youth and take him into the life of the
church and the community. There the
church could substitute its influence for that
of the church at home.

The chaplains agree that the home
churches of the men in service, as well as
their family and friends, should keep in
communication with their servicemen while
away. Admiral Salisbury said this touch
with home, with associates, and with loved
ones, keeps the serviceman conscious of all
those good and fine things which make him a
man of character and responsibility.

Admiral Salisbury told the second annual
governor’s conference on children and
youth, at Providence, R. I., last fall, that,
while it is the responsibility of the military
to keep alive those vital connections with the
home people, “it is the responsibilty of the
home folks, in the schools, churches, homes,
and communities, to keep in touch with
their service people.

“For within a decade, military service of
your young people will reach with strong
influence into every institution of our na-
tional life. You must have men and women
of character in your local communities in
the days to come. We all need them if our
Nation is to survive.”
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CALL OF THE CALENDAR

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, if the
morning hour has been concluded, I ask
unanimous consent that the calendar be
called, beginning with Order No. 48.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob=
jection? The Chair hears none, and it
it is so ordered.

The Clerk will proceed to call the bills
on the calendar beginning with No. 48.

ERICH ANTON HELFERT

The bill (S. 56) for the relief of Erich
Anton Helfert was announced as first in
order.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I serve as
a member of the so-called minority Cal=
endar Committee. I did not hear the
announcement of the order number now
under consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate
is about to consider Order No. 48, S. 56,
if!. tt')tm for the relief of Erich Anton Hel-

ert.

Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. GORE. Is the Senate now con-
sidering Calendar Nos. 19 and 21? Have
they been called?

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are not
included in the list of orders to be con-
sidered on the call of the calendar, at
this time. Calendar No. 48 is the first
order to be called. Is there objection to
the present consideration of Calendar
No. 48?

There being no objection, the bill (S.
56) for the relief of Erich Anton Helfert,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Erich Anton Helfert shall be held and con-
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence
as of the date of the enactment of this act
upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota-
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate quota for the first year that
such quota is available.

FELIX KORTSCHAK

The hill (S. 59) for the relief of Felix
Kortschak was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Felix
Eortschak shall be held and considered to
have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the date
of the enactment of this act upon payment
of the required visa fee. Upon the granting
of permanent residence to such alien as pro-
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper quota-control officer
to deduct one number from the appropriate
quota for the first year that such quota is
available.

Mr. GORE subsequently said: Mr.
President, I ask unanimous consent that
the votes by which Calendar Nos. 48
and 49, being, respectively, Senate bill
56, for the relief of Erich Anton Helfert,
and Senate bill 59, for the relief of Felix
Kortschak, were passed, be reconsidered,
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and that the bills be passed over without
prejudice.

In support of that request I should
like to state that since the passage of
these bills I have conferred with the
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FuL-
BRIGHT], who has taken a leading part,
as Senators are aware, in the entire pro-
gram of student exchange. He says that
he does not believe these bills should
pass, that their passage would tend to
defeat the purpose of the student ex-
change program, and would set prece-
dents which would encourage more leg-
islation of this type. Therefore I sub-
mit the unanimous-consent request.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I have
not followed the Senator from Tennes-
see. Will he tell me what bills he is re-
ferring to?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Tennessee asks unanimous consent
that the votes by which Calendar Nos.
.48 and 49, being, respectively, Senate
bills 56 and 59, were passed, be recon=
sidered, and that the bills be passed over,
on the grounds which he has stated.

Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair
hears none; and the votes by which Sen-
ate bill 56 and Senate bill 59 were passed
are reconsidered, and the bills are passed
over.

JOSEPH FLURY PALUY

The bill (S. 65) for the relief of Jo-
seph Flury Paluy was considered, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, Joseph
Flury Paluy may be admitted to the United
States for permanent residence if he is found
to be otherwise admissible under the provi-
slons of that act.

DETROIT AUTOMOTIVE
PRODUCTS CO.

The bill (S. 100) for the relief of the
Detroit Automotive Products Co., was
announced as next in order.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, this bill
provides that the petition of the Detroit
Automotive Products Co. for relief under
section 722 of the Internal Revenue Code
shall be held and considered to have
been received by the Tax Court of the
United States within the time allowed by
law and regulations for the filing of such
a petition.

In this case the taxpayer's application
for administrative relief under section
722 was disallowed by the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue, and notice of such
disallowance was mailed to taxpayer on
April 4, 1951. The taxpayer then had
90 days, or until July 3, 1951, to file a pe-
tition with the Tax Court; such a peti-
tion was executed by the taxpayer and
mailed by its counsel from Detroit, Mich.,
to the Tax Court in Washington, D. C.,
on June 26, 1951, in ample time to arrive
at the Tax Court prior to the statutory
deadline, but the Tax Court records in-
dicate that the petition was not received
at the Tax Court until July 5, 1951, 2

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

days after the expiration of the statu-
tory 90-day period. Because of this, the
Tax Court declined to entertain juris-
diction of the petition.

Considering the undisputed facts in
this case which completely negate any
negligence on the part of the taxpayer
in attempting to file a timely petition
with the Tax Court, the committee is
moved to permit this taxpayer his day in
court, and it is therefore recommended
that the bill be considered favorably.

The Department of the Treasury has
recommended against enactment of this
bill.

The committee went into the subject
very carefully. The enactment of the
bill would give the Bureau of Internal
Revenue an oportunity to consider this
case. Therefore the committee unani-
mously reported the bill to the Senate.

Mr, MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from North Dakota yield?

Mr. LANGER. 1 yield.

Mr. MORSE, It gives the Tax Court
permission to do what?

Mr. LANGER. The court would have
an opportunity to consider the petition,
in the same manner in which any other
petition for a rebate may be considered.

Mr. MORSE. What it amounts to,
then, is a waiver of the time element,
but it does not go to the merits of
whether the company is entitled to the
refund.

Mr. LANGER. That is correct.

Mr. MORSE. Therefore the bill is a
procedural bill with regard to the time
element, which so operated in this case
that the company was not entitled to
consideration of the merits of its re-
quest for a refund because of the pro-
cedural factor involved in the time ele-
ment, Is that correct?

Mr. LANGER. That is correct.

Mr. MORSE. Is the Senator from
Oregon to understand that the bill is
so worded that its passage in no way
whatever indicates to the Tax Court that
the Senate, and, if approved by the
House, the Congress, feels that the tax
refund on the merits should be granted?

Mr. LANGER. That is correct. It is
merely a waiver.

Mr. MORSE. With that legislative
history established, I have no objection.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, the
distinguished Senator from North Da-
kota has very ably and correctly stated
the substance of the bill. I believe the
procedural difficulty came about because
a holiday intervened—as I recall, it was
the Fourth of July—and the mail to the
Tax Court was not picked up or, if it
was picked up, it was not opened and
considered.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, the staff of
the committee which has prepared the
memorandum I hold in my hand points
out that it has been fairly clearly es-
tablished that the appeal was mailed on
June 26.

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct.

Mr. GORE. It is marked as not hav-
ing been received until July 5.

Mr. FERGUSON. That is correct.

Mr. GORE. To me, that clearly con-
firms the position of the Senator from
Michigan, and certainly I have no ob-
jection to passage of the bill.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I should like to say that there is ample
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precedent for the procedure here pro-
posed, and a similar bill was passed by
the Senate last year.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill.

There being no objection, the bill (S.
100) was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the petition of
the Detroit Automotive Products Co. for re-
lief under section 722 of the Internal Revenue
Code shall be held and considered to have
been received by the Tax Court of the United
States within the time allowed by law and
regulations for the filing of such a petition.

—

FRED P. HINES—BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 152) for the relief of
Fred P. Hines was announced as next in
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the hill?

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, let me observe that
this bill differs from the bill which has
just been passed, for this bill does not
waive the statute of limitations, but, in-
stead, confers a gratuity upon an Ameri-
can citizen, even though the Judiciary
Committee says it recognizes that the
claimant has no legal ground for recov=
ering. The citizen also draws a pension
of $90 a month for non-service-incurred
disability.

Unless there is some merit which does
not appear in the committee report, I
shall be compelled to object to this bill
as establishing a dangerous precedent for
the Senate.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, the cir-
cumstances in this case are very unusual.
Mr. Hines is over 80 years of age. He
was treated at a veterans’ hospital for
various ailments. Some years later he
returned to the hospital and was again
treated. Some 4 or 5 years passed, and
again he went to the veterans’ hospital;
and the physicians there said to him:
“Go home and die; you have cancer.” So
they sent him home, within 24 hours.

Later he went to a private hospital,
where he was treated and put in condi-
tion for an operation. It took about a
month to build him up by proper nour-
ishment to enable him to withstand an
operation. He was operated on, has been
living ever since, and is still alive. Yet
the veterans’ hospital doctors said he
would die within 24 hours. I can state
the exact dates, if the Senator from Ten-
nessee is interested in having that done.
It was in 1931, more than 20 years ago,
that he was told to go home and die.

This bill provides for the payment of
his hospital expenses, which amounted
to $778.78. The veterans’ hospital abso-
lutely refused to take care of him, as I
have stated, and I repeat that he was
sent home to die.

Certainly the Judiciary Committee
went over this bill very carefully. A
similar bill was passed by the Senate a
year ago, and was then passed by the
House, but was vetoed by President Tru-
man. The veto was overridden by the
Senate, but there was insufficient time
to have the veto overridden by the House
of Representatives.
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The Judiciary Committee feels that
this bill is a very meritorious one. It
will take care of an old, destitute vet-
eran. He is receiving a small pension,
but it is very small indeed; and of course
he is worried about his hospital debt,
which I understand is almost all still
owed by him.

Mr. GORE, Mr. President, undoubt-
edly this case merits sympathy; but the
facts are plain, namely, that the citizen
does not have a service-connected dis-
ability. Despite that fact, he has re-
ceived numerous treatments in veterans’
hospitals, without charge to him.

It may well be that a medical mis-
take was made in this case, one which
was corrected by a private hospital.
However, that set of circumstances
would not appear to me to justify a
recovery by this gentleman. Indeed, the
committee itself says so.

I should like to have an opportunity
to go into this matter somewhat further,
before objecting to the bill, provided the
bill can go over without objection at this
time.

So, Mr. President, I ask that the bill
NOW g0 OVer.

Mr. LANGER. Does the Senator from
Tennessee request that the bill go over,
to be placed at the foot of the calendar?

Mr. GORE. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without
objection, the bill will be passed over to
the foot of the calendar.

MARY BOUESSA DEEB

The bill (S. 248) for the relief of Mary
Bouessa Deeb was considered, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, in the adminis-
tration of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, Mary Bouessa Deeb shall be deemed to
have been born in Canada.

ALAMBERT E. ROBINSON

The bill (S. 365) fo: the relief of Alam-
bert E. Robinson was announced as next
in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill? :

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, this bill
is to waive in favor of Alambert E. Rob-
inson, the claimant, sections 15 to 20 of
the Federal Employees’ Compensation
Act, so that he may present his claim for
adjudication.

The sections referred to bar him be-
cause of a time limitation. Mr. Robin=
son’s eyes became infected in March of
1940, and he filed his claim.

It was determined, however, that the
infection had resulted from trachoma,
which had existed for a long time prior
to this date, and a claim on that ground
was barred. g

Inasmuch as trachoma was prevalent
among Indianc, with whom the claim-
ant had daily contact during his employ~
ment in the Department of the Interior,
it was felt by the Department that this
disease may have been contracted in the
course of employment.

The committee is of the opinion that
the claim should at least be passed upon;
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and it is noted particularly that no bene-
fits, if any, are to accrue for any period
prior to the enactment of the bill, except
for medical and hospital expenses in-
curred.

The committee recommends this bill
to the favorable consideration of the
Senegte. 3

Mr. MORSE. The procedure in waiv-
ing the statute of limitations does not
go to the merits of the claim, does it?

Mr. LANGER. Not at all.

- Mr. MORSE. Then, I have no objec-
on.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being mno objection, the hill
(S. 365) for the relief of Alambert E.
Robinson was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 15 and 20,
inclusive, of the act entitled “An act to
provide compensation for employees of the
United States suffering injuries while in the
performance of thelr duties, and for other
purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, as
amended (5 U. 8. C. 765-7T68), are hereby
walved in favor of Alambert E. Robinson
for compensation for disability resulting
from loss of vision secondary to trachoma
contracted prior to March 1940, allegedly by
reason of his employment as an employee
of the United States Indian Service at the
Pima Indian Agency, Sacaton, Ariz., and his
claim is authorized and directed to be con-
sidered and acted upon under the remaining
provisions of such act, as amended, if he files
such claim with the Bureau of Employees’
Compensation not later than 6 months after
the date of enactment of this act. No bene-
fits shall accrue by reason of the enactment
of this act for any perlod prior to the date

. of its enactment, except in the case of such

medical or hospitalization expenditures
which may be deemed reimbursable.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 484) for the relief of
J. Don Alexander was announced as next
in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill? :

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
at the request of the Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr. Mrrikin] and the Senator
from Colorado [Mr. Jounson]l, who are
not now on the floor, I ask that the bill
g0 over. 14

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

ALTOON SAPRICHIAN

The bill (S. 615) for the relief of
Altoon Saprichian was considered, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes of
the Immigration and Nationality Act, Altoon
Baprichian shall be held and considered to
have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fee. Upon the
granting of permanent residence to such
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota-
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate quota for the first year that
such quota is available.
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EUGENE RIVOCHE AND MARIE
BARSKY

The bill (S. 837) for the relief of
Eugene Rivoche and Marie Barsky was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and

passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Eugene Rivoche and Marle Barsky shall be
held and considered to have been lawfully
admitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of the enactment of
this act, upon payment of the required visa
fees. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such aliens as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct two
numbers from the appropriate quota for the
first year that such quota is available.

PHED VOSNIACOS—BILL PASSED
OVER

The bill (S. 101) for the relief of Phed
Vosniacos was announced as next in
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill, please?

Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, this bill
grants the status of permanent residence
in the United States to a 24-year-old
native and citizen of Greece who last en-
tered the United States on December 1,
1947, to attend Michigan State College.
He is presently employed as a reporter
for the State Journal, in Lansing, Mich.
A bill similar to this passed the Senate
in the 82d Congress, second session.
However, it was passed too late for action
by the House of Representatives prior to
the adjournment of the Congress.

Is a further explanation desired?

Mr. MORSE. I wish to ask one or two
questions.

Mr. LANGER. Very well.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from North Dakota yield to me?

Mr. LANGER. I yield.

Mr. GORE. It seems to me that this
bill calls for the establishment of a policy
on the part of the great committee of
which the distinguished Senator from
North Dakota is chairman. There are
on the calendar today three bills which
would grant permanent residence to ex-
change students. It is the understanding
of the junior Senator from Tennessee
that these students came to the United
States largely, if not entirely, at the ex-
pense of the United States; and that they
came here upon the statement that they
would not seek citizenship or permanent
residence.

It is my understanding that the pur-
pose of the program was to educate in
this country certain outstanding foreign
students, who would return to their home
countries, taking with them an under-
standing and an appreciation of the
United States and its way of life. If
we are ;o continue, as we are doing here
today in three instances, to grant citizen-
ship and permanent residence to those
exchange students, in violation of their
own pledge, we shall be defeating the
very purpose of this program. I shall
not object to these three bills today, but



1736

hereafter, unless the Judiciary Com-
mittee establishes some policy with re-
spect to exchange students, I shall ob=-
ject to the passage on the Consent Cal-
endar of any further bills of this char-
acter.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I agree
with everything said by the Senator from
Tennessee, except the last two sentences.
Everything he said, until he got to the
last two sentences, raised the whole
question of whether we are to establish
here today a precedent whereby it will
be possible to get around the immigra-
tion laws of the United States.

I believe my record is pretty clear as
to what I think we ought to do about
the immigration laws of the United
States. In my opinion we ought to re-
vise them openly and frontally, and not
get around them by indirection. I have
not had time to study these bills, but
when this bill was called—and now the
Senator from Tennessee tells me there
are on the calendar two more like it—
I saw at once that a very basic prineci-
ple was involved, namely, whether we
are to let the exchange-student program
be used as a back-door entrance for citi-
zenship in the United States, when such
students would not get citizenship or
permanent residence in the United States
if they had followed the quota system
applicable to their respective countric-.
I assume they would not be eligible. At
least, at, this time they would not be
eligible, and, if not, then they ought to
follow the regular course and not at-
tempt to proceed by way of special leg-
islation.

Therefore, Mr. President, until I have
had an opportunity to study these bills
and give consideration to the immigra-
tion-policy principle which I think is
involved, I shall object to this bill and
to all other similar bills that may be
on the calendar. —

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MORSE., I yield to the Senator
from Michigan.

Mr. FERGUSON. I was about to sug-
gest that this is not the case of an ex-
change student. As I understand, this
bill involves a scholarship bestowed by
the Greek Orthodox Church, rather
than an exchange procedure. He came
to the United States under that scholar-
ship, rather than under the student-
exchange system. I wonder whether that
would make any difference.

Mr. MORSE. I do not think that in-
volves any matter of substance at all,
but only a matter of form. It appears
to me that this boy was admitted into
the United States for one purpose, and
that he now seeks to turn that purpose
into something entirely different. I
think he ought to take his chances with
the consul at Istanbul. I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is
heard, and the bill will be passed over.

FRANCESCO CRACCHIOLO—EILL
PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 102) for the relief of
Francesco Cracchiolo was announced as
next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?
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Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, this bill
grants the status of permanent resi-
dence in the United States to a 39-year-
old native and citizen of Italy, who last
entered the United States as a visitor
on September 5, 1950. He resides in
Detroit, Mich., with his brother, who is
a citizen of the United States and part
owner of a restaurant. The brother of
the beneficiary of the bill states that his
health is poor and that his physician has
advised a long period of rest. Because
of these circumstances he has trained
the beneficiary of the bill to take his
place in the restaurant.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I want
to assure my friend, the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. FErcuséNn] that I shall
study this bill along with the other bill,
but I am going to study these bills in
the light of the whole question of our
immigration policy. I think we had bet-
ter face the whole question of the immi-
gration policy, rather than attempt to
correct injustices, individual by individ-
ual. Therefore, for the present, I ask
that the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

JOHN W. McERIDE

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 140) for the relief of John W.
McBride, which had been reported from
the Committee on the Judiciary with
an amendment to strike out all after the
enacting clause, and insert:

That sections 15 to 20, inclusive, of the
act entitled “An act to provide compensation
for employees of the United States suffering
injuries while in the performance of their
duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September T, 1916, as amended (5 U. 8. C.
T65-770), are hereby walved in favor of John
W. McEride for compensation for disability
caused by an injury allegedly sustained by
him on or about March 13, 1943, while in the
performance of his duties as an instructor
at the Army Air Forces Technical School,
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., and his claim is author-
ized and directed to be considered and
acted upon under the remaining provisions
of such act, as amended, if he files such
claim with the Bureau of Employees’ Com-
pensation not later than 6 months after the
date of enactment of this act. No benefits
shall acerue by reason of the enactment of
this act for any period prior to the date of
its enactment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

HARRY RAY SMITH

The Senate proceeded to consider
the bill (S, 141) for the relief of Harry
Ray Smith, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary
with an amendment on page 1, line 11,
after the word “period”, to insert “less
any amounts earned by him through
other employment during such period”,
so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
any lapse of time or statute of limitations,
the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction
to hear, determine, and render judgment on
the claim of Harry Ray Smith against the
United States for compensation which he
would have received as an immigrant inspec=
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tor, United States Immigration and Natural-
ization Service, during the period from
July 11, 1938, to September 27, 1939, had he
not been suspended from the Service during
such period, less any amounts earned by him
through other employment during such
period. Sult on such claim may be insti-
tuted at any time within 1 year after the
date of enactment of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S, 153) for the relief of Wil-
helm Engelbert was announced as next
in order. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. LANGER. Over,

The VICE PRESIDENT,. Objection is
heard, and the bill will go over,

SOCORRO GERONA DE CASTRO—
BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 173) for the relief of So-
corro Gerona de Castro was announced
as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

+ Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, this
bill grants the status of permanent resi-
dence in the United States to a 32-year=-
old native of the Philippine Islands who
last arrived in the United States as a
visitor on January 17, 1947, 8She is

- presently a resident physician in obstet-

rics and gynecology at Garfield Me=
morial Hospital in Washington, D. C.,
where hospital officials speak very highly
of her and state that her services are
urgently needed at the hospital.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask
that the bill go over,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill
will go over.

SISTER ODILIA, ALSO KNOWN AS
MARIA HUTTER—BILL PASSED
OVER

The bill (S. 255) for the relief of Sis-
ter Odilia, also known as Maria Hutter,
was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

Mr. MORSE. May we have an ex-
planation?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, this
bill grants the status of permanent resi-
dence in the United States to a 38-year=
old native and citizen of Austria, who
last arrived in the United States as a
visitor on January 27, 1949, She is a
nun attached to the Order of the Sisters
of the Divine Saviour and presently sta-
tioned at the Divine Saviour Hospital
in Portage, Wis., where she is engaged
in duties as a registered nurse and train-
ing as a supervisor and other nursing
work.

Mr. MORSE. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill
will go over.
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GEORGE F. RUCKMAN

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 522) for the relief of George F.
Ruckman, which had been reported from
the Committee on the Judiciary with an
amendment on page 1, line 5, after the
figures *““$250”, to strike out the comma
and “together with interest thereon at
the rate of 4 percent per annum from
March 22, 1945, to the time of payment”,
so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to George F. Ruck-
man the sum of $250. The payment of such
sum shall be in full satisfaction of the claim
of the sald George F. Ruckman against the
United States for reimbursement for expenses
incurred and paid out of his personal funds
in repairing the B-17 bomber under his com-
mand which was damaged and forced to be
landed in Torum, Poland, on February 3,
1945, following a bombing mission over Ger-
many, and for reimbursement for expenses
for quarters and rations for himself and his
crew paid for by him during such period
required for repairs: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in thi§ act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

GEORGE RODNEY GILTNER, FOR-
MERLY JOJI WAKAMIYA

The bill (S. 682) for the relief of
George Rodney Giltner (formerly Joji
Wakamiya) was announced as next in
order,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill? .

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation?

Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, this bill
provides for the admission into the
United States of a minor Japanese child
presently in the custody of and to be
adopted by citizens of the United States.
The purpose of the bill, as amended, is
to provide for the admission of this
child into the United States and for
placing the child in the custody of Mr.
and Mrs. William H. Giltner, citizens of
the United States. The bill has been
amended to bring it in line with appro-
priate sections of the new law, since the
waiver is no longer a necessity. This
child, who was born in Japan on Feb-
ruary 5, 1948, has been released by the
Kamakura Nursery for adoption by Mr,
and Mrs, William H, Giltner, who are
citizens of the United States,

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, this bill
is in line with the long-established pol-
icy of the Congress in connection with
the adoption of children. It is in con=-
formity with the well-established policy
of our immigration laws, in the cases
of a great many soldiers who have adopt-
ed babies and children abroad. I think
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it is sound policy, and I have no ob-
jection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 682) for
the relief of George Rodney Giltner—for-
merly Joji Wakamiya— which had been
reported from the Committee on the
Judiciary with an amendment, to strike

out all after the enacting clause, and in-'

sert: .

That, for the purposes of sections 101 (a)
(27) (A) and 205 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, the minor child, George
Rodney Giltner (formerly Joji Wakamiya),
shall be held and considered to be the natu-
ral-born zlien child of Mr. and Mrs. Willlam
H. Giltner, citizens of the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

SIZUEKO KATO

The bill (8. 147) for the relief of
Sizuko Kato, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, may we
have an explanation of the bill?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, this bill
would enable the Japanese fiance and
minor child of a United States citizen
serviceman to enter the United States so
that the fiance may marry her citizen
fiance and that thereafter she and the
child may reside in the United States.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, this is
another bill that is consonant with well-
established policy in regard to the mar-
riage by American soldiers of women in
the countries in which they have served.
I think it is sound public policy, and I
have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 147) for
the relief of Sizuko Kato, which had been
reported from the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, with an amendment to strike out
a.l after the enacting clause and insert:

That, in the administration of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, Sizuko Kato
and her minor child, Meechiko, the flance
and minor child of Cpl. Gust L. Ulrich, a
citizen of the United States, shall be eligible
for visas as nonimmigrant temporary vis-
itors for a period of 3 months: Provided,
That the administrative authorities find that
the said Sizuko Kato is coming to the United
States with a bona fide intention of being
married to the said Gust L. Ulrich and that
they are found otherwise admissible under
the immigration laws. In the event the mar-
riage between the above-named persons does
not occur within 3 months after the entry
of the said Sizuko Kato and her minor child,
Meechiko, they shall be required to depart
from the United States and upon failure to
do so shall be deported in accordance with
the provisions of sections 241 and 242 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act. In the
event that the marriage between the above-
named persons shall occur within 3 months
after the entry of the said Sizuko Eato and
her minor child, Meechiko, the Attorney
General is authorized and directed to record
the lawful admission for permanent resi-
dence of the said Sizuko EKato and her minor
child, Meechiko, as of the date of the pay-
ment by them of the required visa fees.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of Sizuko Kato and
her minor child, Meechiko.”

COMDR. JOHN J. O'DONNELL, UNITED
STATES NAVAL RESERVE

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8. 720) for the relief of Comdr. John
J. O'Connell, United States Naval Re-
serve, which had been reported from the
Committee on the Judiciary, with an
amendment on page 1, line 6, after the
name “John J.”, to strike out “O'Connell”
and insert “O’Donnell”, so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $252.67 to Comdr. John J. O'Donnell,
United States Naval Reserve, in full settle-
ment of his claims against the United States
for pay and allowances for active training
duty actually performed by him for the pe-
riod of June 19 to 29, 1950, inclusive, in
compliance with paragraph 1 of appropriate
duty orders issued June 7, 1950, by the Com-
mandant, 183th Naval District, Seattle, Wash.:
Provided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of Comdr. John J.
O'Donnell, United States Naval Reserve.”

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT OF CO=-
LUMBIA CREDIT UNIONS ACT

The bill (S. 873) to amend the District
of Columbia Credit Unions Act was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr, President,
reserving the right to object—and I shall
not object—this is a rather technical bill,
and I wonder if, for the purposes of the
Recorp, the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Payne] will give us a brief explanation
of the bill.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, the pur=
pose of this bill, primarily, is to bring the
District of Columbia Credit Unions Act
in line with the Federal Credit Unions
Act. The bill would amend existing law
by._..

First. Making two corrections of a mi=
nor nature, namely, changing the word
“company’ to read “credit union”, and
changing the words “payable to” to read
“payable by.”

Second. Eliminating the present limi-
tation of 200 shares in the account of
any 1 member, and permitting a credit-
union member to own shares jointly with
any person designated by him.

Third. Providing that after a reserve
fund equal to 10 percent of the members’
shareholdings has been established from
the setting aside of 20 percent of the net
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earnings of each year, no further trans-
fer of net earnings to such fund will be
required. It would also no longer require
such reserve fund fo be kept liquid and
intact, thus permitting a District-char-
tered credit union to use such reserve
fund for loans and other investments.

Hearings were held on Senate bill 873,
and there was no opposition. It has the
approval of the Board of Commissioners,
District of Columbia Credit Union
League, Inc., and the National Associa-
tion of Credit Unions.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I thank the distinguished Senator from
Maine for his explanation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill (S.
873), to amend the District of Columbia
Credit Unions Act, was considered, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted ete., That (a) paragraph 5 of
section 7 of the District Columbia Credit
Unions Act, as amended (26 D. C. Code, sec.
507), is amended by striking out “company”
and inserting in lieu thereof “credit union”,

(b) Paragraph 11 of such section is
amended by striking out “payable to" and
inserting in leu thereof “payahble by".

Sec. 2. Section 9 of the District of Colum-
bia Credit Unions Act, as amended (26 D. C.
Code, sec. 509), is amended to read as fol-
lows:

*“MEMBERSHIP

*“Sec. 9. Credit-union membership shall
consist of the incorporators and such other
persons or organizations as may be elected
to membership and subscribe to at least one
share, pay the initial installment thereon,
and the entrance fee, if any; except that
credit-union membership shall be limited to
groups the members of which are actual resi-
dents of or do business or are employed with-
in the District of Columbia, and either have
& common bond of occupation, of assocla-
tion, or reside within a well-defined neigh-
borhood or community. Shares may be is-
sued in joint tenancy with right of survivor-
ship with any persons designated by the
credit union member, but no joint tenant
shall be permitted to vote, obtain loans, or
hold office, unless he is within the field of
membership and is & qualified member.”

SEc. 3. Section 12 of the District of Colum-
bia Credit Unions Act, as amended (26 D. C.
Code, sec. 512), s amended to read as fol-
lows:

“RESERVES

*“SEec. 12. All entrance fees and fines pro-
vided by the bylaws and 20 percent of the net
earnings of each year, before the declaration
of any dividends, shall be set aside as a re-
serve fund against bad loans or other losses,
which fund shall not be distributed except
in case of liquidation: Provided, however,
That when the reserve fund thus established
shall equal 10 percent of the total amount
of members' shareholdings, no further trans-
fer of net earnings to such reserve fund shall
be required except that such amounts not
in excess of 20 percent of the net earnings
as may be needed to maintain this 10 per-
cent ratio shall be transferred. In addition
to such regular reserve, special reserves to
protect the Interests of members shall be es-
tablished when required (a) by regulation,
or (b) In any special case, when found by
the Comptroller of the Currency to be nec-
essary for that purpose.”
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PROPOSED DELEGATE FROM DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA TO HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES — BILL
PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 697) to provide for a Dele-
gate from the District of Columbia fo the
House of Representatives was announced
as next in order.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, on behalf
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
JounsToN], I request that the bill be
passed over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be passed over.

AMENDMENT OF DEPENDENTS
ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1950

The bill (S. 1188) to amend the De-
pendents Assistance Act of 1950 to con-
tinue in effect certain of the provisions
thereof was announced as next in order.

Mr. HENDRICKSON: Mr. President,
I wonder if I might ask the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts a question,
Does the Senator from Massachusetts
feel that this type of bill should be
passed on a call of the calendar?

Mr. SALTONSTALL., The answer is
that I do, because it simply provides an
extension of the present act until the
Selective Service Act expires, on June 1,
1955. The bill would continue the de-
pendency allowances, which is highly
essential to the maintenance of morale
in the lower grades of our Armed Forces.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. It merely ex-
tends an existing function?

Mr, SALTONSTALL. That is correct.
It has been the law since June 1, 1950.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I thank the
Senator from Massachusetts.

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is there ob-
Jjection to the consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill
(S. 1188) to amend the Dependents As-
sistance Act of 1950 to continue in effect
certain of the provisions thereof was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 16 of the
Dependents Assistance Act of 1950 (Public
Law 771, Blst Cong.) is amended by delet-
ing the date “April 30, 1953” and inserting
in lieu thereof the date "July 1, 1955.”

LIMITATION OF NUMBER OF OFFI-
CERS ON ACTIVE DUTY IN THE
ARMED FORCES

The bill (H. R. 2332) to place tem-
porary limitations on the number of
officers serving on active duty in the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. POTTER. Mr. President, as I
stated to the distinguished chairman of
the Armed Services Committee prior to
the session today, I propose to offer an
amendment to the pending bill which
would correct two injustices against two
career naval officers. The amendment is
embodied in a bill submitted by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr,
BuTLEr], for himself, the junior Senator
from Maryland [Mr. BeaLr], the Senator
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from Arkansas [Mr. McCrLeLran]l, and
myself. The bill is Senate bill 1063.

Am I correct in understanding that if
the amendment is not offered today the
Committee on Armed Services will give a
prompt hearing on the bill to which I
have just referred?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The distin-
guished Senator from Michigan is cor-
rect. I talked it over with him and told
him this was a bill for a special purpose,
and it was very essential that it be passed
promptly. I assure the Senator from
Michigan that on the special bill which
he has in mind we shall give a hearing
within a month.

Mr. POTTER. I thank the Senator.
I should like to count on the bill referred
to by me being enacted. The Navy has
brought about the necessity for this bill
by giving inaccurate testimony when the
so-called Davis amendment was con-
sidered last year.

The bill in which I am interested
along with the Senators whom I have
named also involves a case where the
Department of the Navy has failed to
carry out an administrative act when it
had the opportunity, and it has opposed
the proposed legislation to correct two
injustices which it created. I thought
the bill was most appropriate at this
time, because both bills deal with the
action of the Navy Department in giving
the Congress inaccurate information.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. The Senator
has told me that. The pending bill was
introduced as a result of inaccurate in-
formation. The committee will cer-
tainly give a careful hearing to the bill
which the Senator has in mind.

Mr. GORE, Mr. President, will the
Senator from Massachusetts yield

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield.

Mr, GORE. The committee report
states that the bill under consideration
is of a very temporary nature.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. That is correct.

Mr. GORE. It is recommended by the
committee, of which the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts is chair-
man, on the ground that a study is being
made by the House Committee on Armed
Services. I wonder if the Senate Armed
Services Committee also is going to give
consideration to this problem.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I would say to
the Senator from Tennessee that this bill
is to prevent the demotion of some 5,400
lieutenants because of a miscalculation,
as I have just told the distinguished Sen-
ator from Michigan. I have talked with
Representative ARENDS, who is the chair-
man of the subcommittee of the House
Armed Services Committee which is in-
vestigating the whole act. I did not
think it was wise to have duplication of
effort. A House subcommittee is hear-
ing the matter now, and Mr. ARENDS tells
me it will be approximately a month be-
fore the subcommittee will be ready to
report to the full committee.

When the House sends to the Senate
such recommendations as it may care
to make we shall then be guided by cir-
cumstances as to what to do. That, I
think, would eliminate any duplication
of effort.
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Mr. GORE. The Senator is aware, I
take it, that in many categories our
armed services are topheavy in officers
of high grade. It was for the purpose of
remedying that situation that the Davis
Act, which this bill seems to set aside
temporarily, was enacted.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. That is correct.

Mr. GORE. At that time I was a
member of the House Committee on
Appropriations, as also was the dis-
tinguished author of the bill. There is
a clearly recognized need for remedial
action. I had hoped that the distin-
guished chairman of the Senate Com-
mittee on Armed Services would give
assurance that his committee likewise
would immediately undertake a study
of this matter. Unless such assurance
is forthcoming, I shall feel constrained
to object to passage of the bill.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The only rea-
son why the Senate Committee on
Armed Services is not making a study
as a committee is that the very same
kind of study, for the very purpose which
the Senator has recommended, is being
made in the House, and I felt that the
Senate committee would be in a better
position to act when it could consider
all the amendments made by the House
in connection with this most compli-
cated situation. The whole subject of
personnel is very complicated. When
the Senate committee can see what the
House committee has reported, we can
then decide what we should do. But if
we should begin a study now, it would
be the same study the House is making,
and it would be conducted for the same
purpose, namely, to prevent overloading
at the top, and to make promeotions fair,

To conduct a study now would be a
complete duplication of the efforts of
the House committee, Our heart is in
the right place, but we are trying to
conserve our efforts, because there is a
very considerable amount of work to be
done on other subjects.

Mr. GORE. If the House should fail
to take action, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts would not consider that such
inaction on the part of the House would
absolve the Senate from taking action
on the problem, would he?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I would not.
As has just been pointed out to me, the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STENNIS]
last year headed a subcommittee which
went into the subject, and the limita=-
tions which are now imposed on the
number of upper grade officers—officers
of general and flag rank—are less than
those authorized by statute. In other
words, the subcommittee last year, head-
ed by the Senator from Mississippi,
which had the responsibility of consider-
ing confirmation of such nominations
recommended merely by implication, as
it were, what it considered were wise
reductions in the number of officers of
flag and general rank. Therefore, it is
not proposed to recommend the con=-
firmation of officers of flag or general
rank in the numbers authorized by
statute, but rather in the numbers au-
thorized by formal action of our com=
mittee. Have I made myself clear?
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Mr. GORE. The Senafor from Mas-
sachusetts always makes himself clear,
and is always actuated by the finest
motives and purposes.

Mr. SALTONSTALL,
the Senator’s statement.

Mr. GORE. In line with the Sena-
tor’s traditional reputation of being
actuated by higher motives, in the event
the House fails to act on this question,
will it be the purpose of the Senator's
committee to study it?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The answer is
very decidedly “Yes.” However, I know
that Members of the House feel very
strongly about the subject, too.

Mr, GORE. Mr. President, I shall not
object.

Mr. MORSE. Mr,. President, when the
Unanimous Consent Calendar is before
the Senate, I have learned that the
best practice is: When in doubt, object.
I at least have found this discussion to
be so completely lacking in clarity that
I object.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. I have tried to
answer questions. If the Senator from
Oregon will give me an opportunity to
do so, I shall read an explanation of
what the bill proposes to accomplish.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the
Senator from Oregon withhold his ob-
jection?

Mr. MORSE. I shall be glad to with=-
hold my objection.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
when the Defense Appropriation Act was
being debated in the House last year, a
floor amendment establishing a percent-
age limitation on the numbers of officers
in various ranks in the several services
was adopted. This was known as the
Davis amendment.

The intent of the amendment was to
put a freeze on promotions to the higher
grades—flag and general officers, cap-
tains, and colonels, mainly.

There is no doubt that this was a
worthy objective. TUnfortunately, how=
ever, it was not achieved by the language
of the Davis amendment. On the con-
trary, it seems that a substantial number
of the younger and more junior officers,
particularly those in the Navy, have
either been denied promotions to which
they are entitled, or actually face a re-
duction fo a lower rank.

The House recognized that the Davis
amendment, as adopted, had a completely
unintended and unexpected effect. That
includes the author of the amendment
itself, Mr. Davis.

The pending bill, H. R. 2332, which
passed the House a week ago Wednesday
by unanimous vote of 370 to 0, seeks to
remedy the situation, but on only a stop=
gap basis. In the meantime, the Arends
subcommittee of the House committee is
going forward with a complete restudy of
the Officer Personnel Act, to bring about
a permanent adjustment, and standard-
ization, of existing provisions which con-
trol the numbers of officers in the various
ranks, and the methods of selection for
promotion to higher rank.

I have talked with Representative
Arenps. His subcommittee started hear-
ings last week. They hope to be able to

I appreciate
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conclude their hearings and report to the
full committee by the 1st of April.

The pending bill is of special urgency
because of the fact that if remedial ac=
tion is not taken prior to April 1, a very
substantial number of junior officers,
particularly in the Navy, will face reduc-

tion in rank. I understand that the
number of officers involved is approxi-
mately 5,400. -

Vice Adm. J. L. Holloway, Chief of
Naval Personnel, appearing before the
committee for the Department of Defense
and the Navy, strongly urged the passage
of the bill. Representative of the Army,
Air Force, and Marine Corps were also
present before the committee and sup-
ported the Navy's position. In other
words, the bill proposes to take care of
the situation up until July 1 of this year.

We are told that if the action proposed
by the bill is not taken before April 1,
some 5,400 junior officers will face reduc-
tion in rank.

Mr. Davis, himself, who was the author
of the amendment, agrees to the bill, and
was one of the Members who voted in the
unanimous vote to pass the bill,

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The Senator
from Oregon asked the question. I yield
to him first.

Mr. MORSE. To the knowledge of the
Senate Commiittee on Armed Services,
how long has this situation existed?

Mr, SALTONSTALL. It has existed
since the adjournment of the last Con-
gress. I may say to the Senator from
Oregon that, if my memory is correct,
the item was included in the military
appropriation bill which was passed In
the very last days of the previous ses=
sion.

Mr. 'MORSE. The problem has been
known for a good many months, has it
not?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I should say
that the problem has been known for the
last 6 months.

Mr. MORSE. The committee still has
until April 1 fo get through the Senate a
stop-gap measure which will really meet
the problem basically, has it not?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. As the Senator
from Oregon knows, the colleague of the
junior Senator from Tennessee, the
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
KEerauveEr], was chairman of a subcom-
mittee a few years ago which drew a
very comprehensive bill which became
the Officer Personnel Act. It was the
subject of discussion and consideration
for a year or more. Now it appears that
some obvious amendments should be
made to the act. As I have tried to ex=-
plain to the junior Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Gorel, the Arends subcom-
mittee of the House is now studying the
subject. The Senate committee is very
cognizant of the situation—so cognizant
of it that, led by the Senator from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. STeNNis] last year, the com-
mittee informally cut down the top au-
thorization for officers of general and
flag rank.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?
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Mr. SALTONSTALL. If the Senator
from Oregon has finished.

Mr. GORE. I desired to make a reply
to the Senator.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield to the
Senator from Tennessee for that pur-
pose.

Mr. GORE. The purpose of my ques-
tions to the distinguished Senator from
Massachusetts was not to raise a ques-
tion in the mind of the Senator from
Oregon——

Mr. MORSE. The Senator did nof.

Mr. GORE. Or of any other Senator
about the advisability of passage of the
bill now. My purpose was to elicit from
the chairman of the Commititee on
Armed Services an assurance that his
committee was, first, cognizant of the
problem which the Davis amendment
seems to have missed, and, further, that
the Senate Commitfee on Armed Serv-
ices would give study to it.

I was a participant in the adoption of
the Davis amendment in the House. I
now feel that the bill presently before
the Senate should pass. I wish to make
it clear that I have not raised the ques-
tion in order to keep the bill from pass-
ing, but rather to elicit from the Senafor
from Massachusetts the assurance which
he has now given.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I understand
completely the purpose of the Senator
from Tennessee in asking his question.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object—and I shall object—
let me say that I think the record is
perfectly clear that this problem has
been pending before the Armed Services
Committee for many months. In my
judgment, we ought to be dealing today
not with stop-gap legislation but with
legislation which would really correct the
basie defects. I still think there is ample
time between now and April 1 to do it.
At least, there will be another call of the
calendar between now and April 1 to
allow opportunity to pass on this ques-
tion. Apparently all concerned need an
impetus to cause them to undertake to
solve the real basic problem. Therefore
I object.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
¥f the Senator from Oregon objects, that
is the end of it for the moment; but I
have asked the majority leader if he
would move the consideration of this
measure immediately, because it is the
personal concern, the financial concern,
and the moral concern of a very sub-
stantial number of our officers who are
fighting a war today.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I shall
use my 5 minutes now.

Let me say to the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts that he is perfectly at liberty,
at any time he so desires, to make a mo-
tion on the floor of tke Senate so as to
surmount an objection to unanimous-
consent consideration. That is an old,
hoary practice on the floor of the Senate.

I also wish to say to the chairman of
the Armed Services Committee that, in
my opinion, we ought to have before the
Senate today the basic legislation neces=
sary to solve this problem. The chair-
man of the committee himself admits
that the existence of this problem has
been known for many months, I object.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will
be passed over.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I wish to say in reply to the Senator from
Oregon that the present Armed Services
Committee did not come into existence
until January of this year. There was
an election last autumn, as a result of
which we are very'glad to see the present
Presiding Officer sitting where he is.

This question cannot be determined in
‘a month or 6 weeks. It will require a
substantial amount of time.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, let me
reply to the Senator from Massachu-
setts by saying that so far as I am con-
cerned, his statement is most unaccepta-
ble rebuttal. I have seen major legisla-
tion go through the Armed Services Com-
mittee, with full hearings, in the course
of 3 weeks. This is now March 9——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
will say that there have been some re-
marks which have been slightly out of
order from a parliamentary standpoint.
The clerk will call the next measure on
the calendar.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President——

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, a parlia=-
mentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr. MORSE. Will the Chair advise
the junior Senator from Oregon what re-
marks have been out of order?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
has been very lenient. The bill had gone
over. The Chair had announced that
fact. So the proper procedure was to
proceed to the consideration of the next
measure on the calendar.

The clerk will state the next measure
on the calendar.

RECOGNITION OF DISTINGUISHED
SERVICE OF COL. J. CLAUDE KIM-
BROUGH

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (S. 709) to give proper recognition
to the distinguished service of Col. J.
Claude Kimbrough, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Armed
Services with an amendment on page 1,
line 10, after the word “as”, to strike out
“military”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That in recognition of
the outstanding service and contribution
made to the science of medicine and surgery
by Col. J. Claude Kimbrough, Medical Corps,
United States Army, retired, and to provide
that his mature professional judgment and
long experience may continue to remain
available to the public service, the President
is hereby authorized to designate the sald
Col. J. Claude EKimbrough, upon his retire-
ment from the active list, as consultant in
urology at Walter Reed Army Medical Center,
Washington, D. C. Buch designation shall be
subject to the sald Col. J. Claude Eim-
brough's acceptance and shall be terminable
at his pleasure, or at the pleasure of the
Becretary of the Army. During the time he
serves under such designation, the sald Col.
J. Claude Eimbrough shall be entitled to
receive, in lieu of his retired pay, the full
active-duty pay and allowances to which he
was entitled immediately prior to his retire-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

March 9

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES OF
OFFICE OF DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA ADMINISTRATOR OF RENT
CONTROL

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 52) to
enable the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to provide for admin-
istrative expenses of the Office of Admin-
istrator of Rent Control for the period
ending April 30, 1953, was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as
follows: 3

Resolved, That In order to provide for the
necessary administrative expenses of the
Office of Administrator of Rent Control of
the District of Columbia for the period end-
ing April 30, 1853, as authorized by Public
Law 430, 82d Congress, approved June 30,
1952, there is hereby appropriated, out of
the general fund of the District of Columbia,
as defined in the District of Columbia Appro-
priation Act, 1953, the additional amount of
$17,000.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That com-
pletes the calendar.

LIMITATIONS ON NUMBER OF OFFI-
CERS ON ACTIVE DUTY IN THE
ARMED FORCES

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I move that
the Senate proceed to the consideration
of Calendar No. 72, House bill 2332.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be stated by title for the information
of the Senate.

The LeEGIsLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R.
2332) to place temporary limitations on
the number of officers serving on active
duty in the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques=-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarr], that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
this bill. Such a motion during the
morning hour is not debatable,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I invite
the attention of the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Tarr] to the following three points:
In the first place, there is ample time
between now and April 1 for the con-
sideration of this bill by the objector to
the bill. There is ample time to resolve
any differences which may have devel=
oped between the Senator from Massa=
chusetts and the Senator from Oregon
as to the procedure which has been fol-
lowed in connection with this bill. I
gjs-aare not had an opportunity to study the

I think the statements of the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL]
on the floor of the Senate today indicate
very clearly the desirability of further
time for the consideration of the bill.

Secondly, I point out to the Senator
from Ohio that this is early in the ses=
sion. He may, as majority leader, wish
to establish this precedent, but I respect-
fully advise him that there is a quite a
long time between now and the time of
adjournment of this session. If he
wishes to take the position that a Mem=
ber of the Senate who desires more time
to consider a bill—and I have asked for
further time to consider the bill—is to
be denied it today, I will accept that as
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his idea of the way to proceed par-
liamentarily when the TUnanimous
Consent Calendar is before the Senate.
If the Senator from Ohio believes that
in the long run he will save a great deal
of time, as majority leader he may live
to learn that this is not a time-saving
device at all.

In the third place, I invite the atten-
tion of the Senator from Ohio again to
the fact that once more we are con-
fronted with the problem of what we are
going to do about minority rights on the
floor of the Senate, and whether or not
the Unanimous Consent Calendar is to
mean what the term implies, the require-
ment of unanimous consent to pass bills
unless Members who object to bills have
had adequate time to study them.

I leave it up to the majority leader.
He is writing his record. I will respond
to the record he writes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is
open to amendment. If there be no
amendment to be proposed, the question
is on the third reading of the bill.

The billl (H. R. 2332) was ordered to
a third reading and was read the third
time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill hav-
ing been read the third time, the ques-
tion is, Shall it pass?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Alken Hendrickson  McCarthy
Anderson Hennings MeClellan
Barrett Hickenlooper Millikin
Beall Hill Monroney
Bennett Hoey Morse

ush Holland Mundt
Butler, Nebr. Humphrey Murray
Byrd Hunt Neely
Capehart Ives Payne
Carlson Jackson Potter
Case Jenner Purtell
Chavez Johnson, Colo. Robertson
Clements Johnson, Tex. Russell
Cooper Johnston, 8. C. Saltonstall
Cordon Kefauver Schoeppel
Dirksen Eennedy Smith, Maine
Duff Kerr Smith, N. J.
Dworshak Kilgore Smith, N. C.
Ellender EKnowland Sparkman
Ferguson Kuchel Stennis
Frear Langer Symington
Fulbright Lehman Taft
George Long Thye
Gillette Magnuson Tobey
Goldwater Malone Watkins
Gore Mansfiel Welker
Green Martin ‘Williams
Griswold Maybank Young
Hayden McCarran

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iannounce that
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BrickEerl,
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Brinces]l, and the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. BuTtLER] are necessarily
absent.

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Franpers] and the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. WiLEY] are absent on official
business.

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iannounce thaf the
Senator from Texas [Mr. Danien] is
absent because of illness in his family.

The Senator from Illinois-[Mr. DovG-
1as], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr,
EastLanp], the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. PasTorel, and the Senator

" from Florida [Mr. SMATHERS] are absent
on official business.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish
to speak for only a few minutes about
the present parliamentary situation. I
believe the facts to be very clear.

First, during the call of the Unani-
mous Consent Calendar, the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL]
wished to have Calendar No. 72, House
bill 2332, considered. I listened to the
discussion, and when it was over I stated
that I was not at all clear about the sub-
ject of the bill. I expressed the view
that I believed the Armed Services Com=-
mittee should have before the Senate
proposed legislation which would solve
this problem permanently, but I stated
that I wanted time to study the matter.

After hearing me say that I was going
to object, the Senator from Massachu-
setts advised me that the majority leader
had informed him that if there was ob-
jection to the bill, a motion would be
made to take up the bill.

That brings up the issue of whether
we are going to proceed in conformity
with what I believe to be clearly the
spirit and intent of the Unanimous Con-
sent Calendar procedure, which requires
unanimous consent for the consideration
and passage of a bill on the calendar,
to the end that any Senator who objects
may have time to study the bill. It raises
the guestion of whether in the Senate of
the United States the point has been
reached where, when one Member of the
Senate whd is not very popular with
some, particularly with a majority of the
Members on this side of the aisle, ob-
jects, then the whistle of theé steamroller
will be blown, and the majority will pro-
ceed to roll over the objection merely
because the Senator who objected wishes
to exercise his rights under the Unani-
mous Consent Calendar rule.

Mr. President, it is up to my colleagues
today to decide whether they wish to
establish that precedent.

I respectfully say that the Senator
from Massachusetts has rebutted him-
self. In his own discussion of the bill
he has pointed out that no great emer-
gency in connection with the bill will
arise until April 1. This is March 9. So
we shall have at least one calendar call,
and possibly more, between now and
April 1.

Regardless of the attitude of the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts toward me—
and I know full well what his attitude
is off the floor of the Senate—let me say
that under the rules of the Senate he,
as chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, should have the wisdom to follow
the long-established practice in connec-
tion with Unanimous Consent Calendar
procedure, by permitting any Senator,
regardless of who he may be—even the
junior Senator from Oregon—to have
adequate time to study the record in-
volved in any particular bill. That is
the position I have taken.

Mr, President, I wish to say that we
are going to find out here today whether
that kind of courtesy is going to be ex-
tended to all 96 Members of the Senate.
I will fight to have the same courtesy
right extended to any other Member of
the Senate, even including the Senator
from Massachusetts, because I think we
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are faced here with a question of great
substance. In this particular instance
we are faced with the question of
whether each Member of the Senate will
be protected in what I believe to be an
unwritten rule of the Unanimous Con-
sent Calendar procedure. In other
words, I believe that each Senator has a
right to study a bill before it is steam-
rollered over his objection, by way of
motion to consider the bill. I wish to
say to the Senator from Massachusetis
that I think he knows me well
enough, having served with me for
many years on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, to realize full well that once I
have an opportunity to study a bill and
once I find the situation is such that
the equities and justice call for imme-
diate passage of the bill, I will give my
approval of the bill at the next call of
the calendar.

If, on the other hand, I consider there
is any basis for a suspicion that the
Navy has been at fault in the past in
presenting to the Armed Services Com-
mittee some unreliable evidence, then I
believe the Navy should be brought up
to the line and I should furnish clear
explanations upon which the committee
can rely.

I do not make threats; but as a Mem-
ber of the Senate, with rights equal to
those of any other Member of the Sen-
ate, I wish to say that I will find out to=
day, by the action taken in this instance,
whether the Senate intends to extend to
me the courtesy which I believe is due
me under the long-established policies
in connection with procedures and prac-
tices when the Unanimous Consent Cal=-
endar is called. In short, I will learn
whether I am going to be given an op-
portunity, as the Member of the Inde-
pendent Party on the floor of the Sen-
ate, to study calendar bills before they
are finally passed, or whether the atti-
tude of other Members will be that they
are going to steamroller the bills
through the Senate, regardless of my
objections.

If that is going to be the view of the
Senate, I will do the best I ean in the
future to try to protect myself by ap-
propriate parliamentary action. But let
us have an understanding now about
where we stand on the Unanimous Con-
sent Calendar procedure.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Oregon yield to
me?

Mr. MORSE. I yield. f

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from New Jersey will state it.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I understand
that at this time we are operating under
rule VIII. .

Mr. MORSE, That is not my under-
standing.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from New Jersey is correct.

" Mr. HENDRICKSON. Then, Mr. Pres-
ident, if we are operating under rule VIII,
all the argument made by the Senafor
from Oregon is out of order, in my
judgment.

Mr. MORSE. Let us discuss that. To=
day we have had a call of the Unanimous
Consent Calendar., We weunt through
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the calendar, After the call of the
Unanimous Consent Calendar was com-
pleted, a motion was made by the major-
ity leader that House bill 2332, Calendar
No. 72, be considered. The majority
leader did not make his motion under
rule VIII, Mr. President. He moved that
House bill 2332, Calendar No. 72, be
made the business before the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON] is
correct in his statement that the motion
to consider the bill was made under rule
VIII. The call of the calendar had been
concluded, and the Senator from Ohio
at that time made the motion.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. The motion was
made immediately following objection to
the consideration of the bill in accord-
ance with the rule.

Mr. MORSE. No, Mr. President; the
Senator had finished the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion
was made at the conclusion of the call
of the calendar.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, let me read
rule IX. It is not rule VIII, it is rule IX,
which reads as follows:

Immediately after the consideration of
cases not objected to upon the calendar is
completed, and not later than 2 o'clock if
there shall be no special orders for that time,
the Calendar of General Orders shall be taken
up and proceeded with in its order, begin-
ning with the first subject on the calendar
next after the last subject disposed of in
proceeding with the calendar; and in such
case the following motions shall be in order
at any time as privileged motions, save as
against a mdtion to adjourn, or to proceed
to the consideration of executive business,
or questions of privilege, to wit:

First. A motion to proceed to the consid-
eration of an appropriation or revenue bill.

Second. A motion to proceed to the con-
sideration of any other bill on the calendar,
which motion shall not be open to amend-
ment.

Third. A motion to pass over the pending
subject, which if carried shall have the ef-
fect to leave such subject without prejudice
in its place on the calendar.

Fourth. A motion to place such subject at
the foot of the calendar.

Fach of the foregoing motions shall be
decided without debate and shall have prece-
dence in the order above named, and may be
submitted as in the nature and with all the
rights of questions or order.

So, Mr. President, what has happened
is that, proceeding in strict accordance
with rules VIII and IX, we are now tak-
ing up, on motion, one of the bills which
was passed over, as provided for and in-
tended by the Rules of the Senate. When
we reach the hour of 2 o'clock, the ques-
tion will then be whether the Senate
desires to make this bill the unfinished
business of the Senate. But during the
morning hour, the motion was made and
is being considered. The effect of the
motign‘is to remove the 5-minute limi-
tation on debate, and the Senator from
Oregon can talk until 2 o’clock, at which
time the guestion of making the bill the
unfinished business of the Senate may be
raised. I think that is a correct state-
ment of the rules.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is
properly before the Senate. The Sena-
tor from Oregon is in order, and may
proceed.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I want
to get the parliamentary situation
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straight. I thought I had it straight.
I went to the desk and talked with the
Parliamentarian, Apparently I com-
pletely misunderstood him. As I under-
stood, his statement was that it would be
possible to proceed under rule VIII, but
that we were not proceeding under rule
VIII; we were proceeding under the mo-
tion of the Senator from Ohio to make
House bill 2332 the unfinished business
of the Senate for the {ime being, and that
the rule governing procedure at the hour
of 2 o'clock did not apply. But appar-
ently the Parliamentarian said some-
thing to the contrary, and I completely
misunderstood him. The purpose of my
inquiry of the Parliamentarian, when I
went to the desk, was to ascertain ex-
actly the parliamentary situation at that
time, and I understood it was his inter-
pretation that we were proceeding with
this measure as the unfinished business
of the Senate. I asked the Parliamen-
tarian what was pending when the Sen-
ate adjourned last Friday. I thought
there was some business pending before
the Senate, and I asked him what the
status of that business was. He said
nothing was pending when the Senate
adjourned on Friday until today; that
today a call of the calendar would be
in order; and, when we finished with the
calendar, then, I understood the Parlia-
mentarian to say, the Senator from Ohio
could, by motion, make this bill the un-
finished business of the Senate. If I mis-
understood the Parliamentarian, I am
SOITY. .y

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
will inform the Senator from Oregon
that when a motion is made at the con-
clusion of the call of the calendar to
take up a bill which was on the calendar,
then at 2 o'clock, if there is pending
business, the particular bill, if its con-
sideration shall not then have been com-
pleted, goes back on the calendar. In
this instance, no pending business being
before the Senate, the precedent has
been established that this bill becomes
the pending business and will continue,
after 2 o’clock, until disposed of. The
Senator from Oregon is correct in his
understanding of the parliamentary sit-
uation.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor will state the inquiry.

Mr. TAFT. At 2 o’clock, I intend to
move to proceed with the consideration
of the Executive Calendar. What will
be the status after the consideration
of the Executive Calendar shall have
been completed? Will this bill, or will
it not, be the unfinished business of the
Senate, and how does it get to be so?

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to
consider the Executive Calendar is a
privileged motion, and will be considered
when it is made, but, according to the
precedents, as the Chair is advised by
the Parliamentarian, when there is no
pending business and a motion is made
at the conclusion of the calendar, as in
this instance to consider a bill which
is on the calendar, such bill becomes
the pending business.

Mr. HENDRICESON. Mr. President,
a parliamentary inquiry.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state the inquiry. .

Mr. HENDRICKSON. ' At the time
the objection was made to this bill, on
the call of the calendar, would not the

‘Senator from Massachusetts have had

the right to move to take up the bill
under rule VIII?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; the
Senator from New Jersey is correct; and
had the Senator from Massachusetts
done that, the bill could have been taken
up in that manner; but it was not
handled in that way. Asthe Senator will
recall, the bill went over, and the Sen-
ate concluded the calendar. At the con-
clusion of the calendar, the Senator
from Ohio moved fo consider the bill.

Mr. HENDRICKSON. In light of that
situation, Mr. President, I may say that
much of the argument made by the Sen-
ator from Oregon was not relevant to the
issue before the Senate.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from New Jersey may say so, but
for his benefit I am going to repeat
most of that argument. In order to
show him that I think it is most rele-
vant to the situation I shall restate it
in a little different way, and from' a
little different angle. He will then, per-
haps, see my point a little more clearly.

Mr, President, I have no intention of
speaking until 2 o’'clock, because I do
not propose to use any parliamentary
tactic to cause a postponement of the
consideration of this issue. We are
going to vote on this issue today. We
are going to find out today whether we
are to follow what the Parliamentarian
said. I hope the Parliamentarian will
not tell me now that I misunderstood
something else he told me at the desk.
I asked the Parliamentarian whether the
procedure followed by the Senator from
Ohio in this matter had been very com=-
mon in the history of the Senate, and
he replied that it has not been a very
common one; which brings me right
down to the kernel of the situation as I
see it. The situation here today was
that a Member of the Senate objected to
a bill and asked that it go over. In my "’
8 years in the Senate, I have seen that
happen scores of times, Mr. President,
and time has been given until the next
calendar day, for the objecting Sena-
tor to study the bhill. Other Senators
may say it has not been the common
practice, but I have been led to believe
that it is, and I think that is a proper
deseription of what the practice has
been.

The record is very clear, from the lips
of the Senator from Massachusetts, the
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, himself, that there is no essential
need for the passage of this bill prior
to April 1. That is when the emergency
will arise. There will be a call of the
consent calendar between now and April
1. I have asked for the right to study
this bill until the next calendar day.

Mr. President, I close by leaving it to
the Senate as to whether, in effect, the
Senate wants to apply another rule of the
Senate, and stand on that rule, in order
to put a bill through the Senate when
Senators know very well that one of
their colleagues has asked for time in
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which to study the bill. Senators are
writing the record, and in the future I
shall act upon the basis of the record
that is written today.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on the passage of the bill.

Mr. MORSE. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The bill (H. R. 2332) was passed.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I move that
the Senate proceed to the consideration
of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred to the
Commitiee on Armed Services.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be
no reports of committees, the clerk will
proceed to state the nominations on the
executive calendar.

HOUSING AND HOME FINANCE
ADMINISTRATION

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Albert M. Cole, to be Housing and
Home Finance Administrator.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, this is a
remarkable appointment. Mr. Cole is

roposed as Administrator of a program
ﬁrhich he has opposed. He has opposed
it completely and immoderately.

It has always been my position that a
nominee whose confirmation is before
the Senate need not be a person with
whom I agree. At this time, I will not
reiterate the criteria which the Senate
has used in passing upon Executive
nominations.

Mr. MAYBANE. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MORSE. For what purpose?

Mr. MAYBANK. This is a very im-
portant nomination, and, without taking
the Senator off the floor, I really think
we ought to have a quorum call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator
from South Carolina for that purpose?

Mr. MORSE. No. I am interested, I
may say to my good friend from South
Carolina, only in making my record. I
am perfectly aware as of this moment of
the attitude that most of the other Mem-
bers of the Senate have just expressed
on the floor of the Senate concerning
their opinion of the views of the junior
Senator from Oregon. I simply want to
advise them that I think they are going
to live to learn with surprise that there
is much greater interest across the coun-
try in the views of the Senator from Ore-
gon than apparently there is on the floor
of the Senate. So from this desk today
I shall speak to the country about Mr,
Cole. The issue must be made clear.
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Mr. MAYBANE. I have no intention
of suggesting that the Senator is not
doing that. The only suggestion I had
in mind to make was that, on the con-
sideration of the Executive Calendar I
think we ought to have a quorum call
I do not wish to be misunderstood. I
am going to vote to confirm Mr. Cole’s
nomination.

Mr. MORSE. I am not interested in
a quorum call.

Mr. MAYBANK. I suggest the ab-
sence of a gquorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Oregon yield for that pur-
pose?

Mr. MORSE. I do not yield for that
purbose.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from Oregon has the floor.

Mr. MORSE. But, certainly, Mr.
President, an indispensable condition of
confirmation is that the nominee be
free of a bias which would interfere
with the administration of his office.
In this case, the question arises in con-
nection with a comprehensive program
for housing established by the Congress.
That program is-a bipartisan one, We
are not considering the administration
of an agency for which the executive
department has primary responsibility.

The normal presumption in passing
upon a nomination submiftted by the
President is that the President should,
in the absence of compelling reasons to
the contrary, have the executive officers
whom he desires. That presumption is
of less force where the program to be
administered is one which was estab-
lished by the Congress. In such a case,
the Senate may properly consider
whether the appointee can be expected
to discharge his duties in a way that
fulfills the intent of Congress.

The administration of the Housing
Act of 1949 comprises the major portion
of the duties of the office to which Cole
is nominated. The act established cer-
tain housing programs and objectives
which are clearly stated. The achieve-
ment of them requires administrative
discretion—and the act conferred such
discretion. For instance, he can deter-
mine the interest rates for mortzages
under FHA. And in lesser ways the Ad-
ministrator can forward or defeat the
goals of this important legislation. Mr.
Cole conceded this during the hearings—
page 20:

Senator DougGrLAs. * * * An unsympathetie
Administrator ean always put roadblocks in
the way of specific projects on the grounds
that the site iz not suitable or that this or
that is not suitable.

Mr. CoLe., I understand.

Senator DovcrAs. And therefore, in effect,
he can prevent the will of Congress from
being ecarried out.

Mr. CoLE. I would agree that it could be
done that way.

Cole’s opposition to this vital housing
program is a matter of record.

He was a member of the House Bank-
ing and Currency Committee during his
6 years as a Representative. Normally
that would be evidence of excellent qual-
ifying experience for the program which
was considered and advocated by that
committee in 1949.
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But his record was one of total opposi-
tion. In his extended speech on the act
in 1949—CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume
95, part 6, pages 8150-8152—which was
long by House standards—he stated his
condemnation of each and every portion
of that measure.

His final indictment was that the
Housing Act of 1949 had potentialities
for strangling America. Even allowing
for the extravagance which sometimes
unfortunately accompanies debate on a
bill, his implaecable opposition to and
overwhelming lack of sympathy with
this program renders him incapable of
discharging his duties under it in con-
formity with congressional policy.

He stated unequivocally during the
hearings on the confirmation of his
nomination that he had not changed his
views—page 16:

Mr. Core. Perhaps you misunderstood me.

I have not changed my opinion. Have I
indicated that I changed my opinion? If
80, I beg your pardon. I have not changed
my personal opinion about it.

And on page 21, he stated:

Mr. CoLe. The term “public housing” I still
do not like.

Senator DoucrLas. Well, it happens to be in
the act.

Mr. CoLE. Well, maybe it is. I do not know,

At the outset of the hearings, Cole
stated that, despite his personal opposi-
tion to the Housing Act, it is the law
of the land and he would respect and
administer it as such.

Laudable as this sentiment is. T am
convinced that his record and his own
utterances during the hearing on March
2, demonstrate that he cannot do so.
Nor can the Senate gamble on his ability
to do so in the face of great odds.

In the course of the hearings, some
Senators observed that the congressional
policy embodied in the Housing Act may
be changed. This is the prerogative of
the Congress. Until such change takes
place—openly, after investigation and
debate—it is the solemn obligation of the
Administrator to fulfill the mandate of
the legislature.

‘What is Cole’s conception of his func-
tions? The hearings shed light on this.
He stated, page 15:

Mr. CoLeE. Let me say this to you: One
directive has been given me by the White
House. One directive. That directive is that
I conduct a study of the housing program.

In my judgment, that is not the job
assigned by Congress. That is not the
job inherent in the act. ;

If the President wishes to consider
modification or abolition of this program,
he has the means to do so. The study
can be undertaken, proposals submitted
to Congress, and considered by it. Mem-
bers of the publiec have a right to know
whai the Government is thinking about
and be given the opportunity to make
their views known.

Congress must require that the Ad-
ministrator of its program discharge his
statutory functions. It seems that the
administration did not propose Cole with
that intention, if I correctly interpret
the innuendoes and implications of Mr.
Cole’s own testimony.
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An administrator can, of course, ex-
press his views upon proposed changes
and the committees of Congress often
solicit such comments. But that is not
his primary function.

Is there any indication that Cole safely
could be entrusted with this program?
He related in his testimony the follow-
ing incident during consideration of the
1949 Housing Act:

So, when I finally ecame to the final vote
on it, I said to myself, “I am not opposed
to housing. My record shows I am not
opposed to housing.”

He did not say that to the House, nor
to anyone else, so far as the record shows.
He was very careful in his testimony
before the committee to say nothing
about public housing.

That is slim evidence, indeed, on which
to base a finding that Cole can be sym-
pathetic to any form of public housing.

On the record made before the Bank-
ing and Currency Committee it seems
clear that Cole cannot be expected to dis-
charge his duties in harmony with the
congressional purposes enunciated in the
Housing Act of 1949.

Furthermore, the Senate should not
invite the emasculation of this program
by executive fiat. We want an Admin-
istrator, not a one-man law revision
commission.

The Housing needs of the country are
chronic. The present program is a vital
necessity if we are to have any appre-
ciable progress in slum clearance, low=
cost housing, some measure of ameliora-
tion in the coxgestion caused by our
immense defense program.

This is what Cole has to say about this,
page 4:

Mr. CoLE. Senator, as conditions warrant
1t I belleve the Government should gradu=-
ally get out of the housing business. I think
government should support housing and not
supplant it—support the housing industry;
the people who are building houses. They
should support it and not supplant it.

That must be music to the ears of the

contractors of the country, Mr. Presi-
dent.
" I wish to digress from my prepared
remarks long enough to say that I shall
retain my interest in the people who need
housing. I am satisfied that the con-
tractors can take care of themselves, but
I know the little people cannot. I know
something about the plight of the little
people in congested areas of America who
need public housing, who need slum
clearance. Today I shall not be a
party to voting for confirmation of the
nomination of a man who has already
testified where his interest is—not in the
little people, but in those who build
houses. The administration proposes to
make him the administrator of an act
passed by the Congress of the United
States which was aimed to help the little
people in America who need public
housing.

Not only is this nomination shocking,
Mr. President, but I shall do my best to
help the little people in America remem-
ber the blow to their interest which the
Eisenhower administration is striking
against them today in submitting the
nomination.
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Of course, the program in part pro-
vides assistance to individuals and to the
housing industry. It provides also for
grants to local public authorities to pro-
vide low-rent housing where private
groups will not or cannot do so.

The Public Housing Authority has pro-
vided for Negroes housing relief which
simply has not been otherwise available.
It must be continued. The colored pop-
ulation of America knows what it means
to be exploited in regard to their housing.
One can go within almost a stone's
throw of the Capitol Building and see
such exploitation and its shocking con-
sequences.

“Leave such housing to those who build
houses,” says Mr. Cole. The record is
clear that if it is left to those who build
houses, the result will be exploitation, so
far as colored people and many other
little people are concerned, once they lose
the friendly assistance of such an act as
was passed in 1949, and are denied at
least an unbiased, impartial administra-
tor of that act.

This nomination is unfortunately sim-
ilar to the nominations of Wilson, Kyes,
Talbott, and Douglas.. In each case a
man has been proposed whose past ac-
tivities, associations, or attitudes come
into head-on conflict with the program
he is supposed to supervise.

Mr. President, I say that such choices
as these are dangerous for the little
people of America. In my judgment, it
is the obligation of the United States
Senate today to withhold approval of
this nomination. In the interest of the
people of America who need public hous-
ing, I shall vote against the confirma-
tion of the nomination of a man whose
record shows he is not a friend, so far as
the housing issue is concerned, of the
little people of America, but who admits
he is interested in taking care of build-
ers.

Mr. MAYBANE. Mr. President, I
wish to make crystal clear for the record
of the United States Senate what I know
about public housing which, to my mind,
is simply slum clearance. I was mayor
of Charleston, S. C., in 1933, when public
housing was first commenced under Sec-
retary of the Interior Ickes. The second
public housing project built in the
United States was built in my city, the
first having been built in Detroit.

Long, long ago, as a member of the
Committee on Banking and Currency,
I supported the so-called Wagner-El-
lender-Taft bill. Likewise, I supported
the Taft-Ellender-Wagner bill. The bill
was twice defeated.

I gave to the Senator from Louisiana
[Mr. ELLENDER], who sits besides me, a
bill to be introduced for the committee,
which carried as one of its titles the
so-called public housing law.

I believe in the poor people, as does
the distinguished Senator from Oregon
[Mr. Morsel. I knew Representative
Cole when he was a member of the
House Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, and I saw him frequently. I knew
him to be an honorable man, I knew
he was opposed to public housing, but
that does not mean that he will not carry
out the mandate of Congress.

All I desire to have the Recorp show
is that, at the request of my Democratic
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colleagues I, as ranking member of the
Committee on Banking and Currency,
questioned Mr. Cole. I wish to read
what Representative Cole answered in
response to my questions, so that the
REecorp may be clear, and there will be
no misunderstanding on the part of con-
tractors and housing officials. The ad-
vocates of public housing from New York
to California know my record. I have
been a Member of the Senate for more
than 12 years. Prior to that I was
Governor of South Carolina, where I
sponsored the housing law which was
enacted by the legislature of my State,
As I have said, I was mayor of Charles-
ton in 1931.

I desire to read into the Recorp the
statement and testimony of Mr. Cole,
as follows:

Mr. CoLE. Mr. Chairman and members of
the committee, I am grateful for the invi-
tation extended me to appear before this
committee in its consideration of my recent
nomination as Administrator of the Housing
and Home Finance Agency.

I am fully cognizant of the great respon-
sibility entailed in the office of Administrator
of HHFA,

During the 6 years I was a member of the
House Banking and Currency Committee I
had an opportunity, as many of you have
had, to familiarize myself rather thoroughly
with the many problems with which the
Congress has had to cope in shaping the
various Government housing programs.

I have also a deep and sincere respect for
the mandates of the Congress. I pledge you
my most earnest endeavor to administer
fairly and honorably those laws and respon-
sibilities entrusted to my jurisdiction.

I assume, Mr. Chairman, that the com-
mittee may wish to question me in order to
better advise the Senate with respect to
my confirmation.

Senator MAYBANK. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to ask a question. 4

The CHAIRMAN. Senator MAYBANK.

Senator MAYBANK., When the so-called
public housing program first came up, it was
the Wagner-Ellender-Taft bill, and then it
was the Taft-Ellender-Wagner bill. Those
bills unfortunately did not pass.

Later on, I introduced a bill together with
some 20 Senators, I think. You are famillar
with that?

Mr. CorE. Yes. The Houslng Act of 19497

Senator MayvBanNk. Yes. You opposed
that?

Mr. CoLe. I voted against it; yes, sir.

Senator Maysank. You say:

“I have » deep and sincere respect for the
mandates of Congress, I pledge you my most
earnest endeavor to administer fairly and
honorably those laws and responsibilities en-
trusted to my jurisdiction.”

Now I do not know whether the law might
have been good for your district or bad for
your district. In South Carolina we had the
same situation. It probably was not the best
thing for your district, but on the other
hand, was good, as a whole, for the United
States. When you take office you will of
course, look at it from a national standpoint;
look at is from the standpoint that the bill
is the law of the land?

Mr. Core. Senator, I definitely and vigor-
ously support that position.

Then I placed in the REcorp the names
of those who had voted for the Housing
Act of 1949. I shall not take the time
of the Senate to read these long hear=-
ings. However, when Mr. Cole told me
that he respected the laws of this land,
that he was going to administer the laws
as they were, and that he would not in
any wise attempt before any committee
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to undo the laws or to seek to have the
laws changed, I voted for him, and I
intend to vote for the confirmation of
his nomination today.

. Mr. TOBEY. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. MAYBANK. I yield to the dis-
tinguished former chairman of the Com~
mittee on Banking and Currency. We
fought this battle together.

Mr. TOBEY. I ask the Senator from
South Carolina if he does not believe,
as I do, that it is good, sound policy,
when the Congress has spoken on a
great national policy such as publie
housing, to see that those who are
friendly to the law are placed in charge
of its administration?

Mr. MAYBANK. I will say to the dis-
tinguished Senator from New Hamp-
shire, who was chairman of the commit-
tee in the 80th Congress, and who knows
that I voted with him on- many issues,
that it is not a question of my putting
someone in office to administer the law.
That is a question for the President,
whose duty it is to appoint persons who
will carry out his policies. The Presi-
dent could have submitted the name of
some other nominee.

Mr. TOBEY. But the Senator and I
might become accessories after the fact.

Mr, MA I can only say that
I was an accessory before the fact in
voting for the Housing Act. My former
chairman knows that.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I rise
to speak in opposition to the nomination
of Albert M. Cole to be Administrator of
the Housing and Home Finance Agency.
I wish to make it abundantly clear at
the putset that my opposition is not based
merely on a desire to oppose, because it is
my strong desire to support the Presi-
dent of the United States whenever I
ean do so in good conscience. However,
I believe this is a most unfortunate
nomination.

I have no personal acquaintance with
Mr. Cole. I understand, however, that
he enjoys an excellent reputation as a
man and as a former Representative in
Congress. My opposition to his nomina-
tion is not directed toward his intelli-
gence, his honesty, or his sincerity, all of
which have been vouched for by persons
whose opinions I respect, including Mem-
bers of the Senate, I believe, too, that
the President should have wide latitude
on the selection of his key administra-
tors. .

In this case, however, there are com-
pelling reasons why I cannot vote in the
affirmative. These reasons are sup-
ported by many telegrams and letters re-
ceived, not only from my own State but
from many other States as well.

There are several reasons for my op-
position. The first of these is Mr. Cole’s
record with respect to housing legisia-
tion during his service as a Representa-

tive in Congress. So far as I can deter-.

mine, Mr. Cole has consistently, in
speech and action, stated and voted his
complete opposition to the public hous-
ing program. X

His dislike and distrusé of the public
housing program has been reflected not
only in his actions on legislative bilis,
but also on appropriations. In fact, his
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opposition to public housing has appar-
ently colored his understanding and
acceptance of other phases of the Fed-
eral housing program which came into
being as a result of the Housing Act of

1949. I refer among other things to
slum clearance, research, and farm
housing.

The best evidence of Mr. Cole’s views
in regard to public housing and other
housing programs are his own state-
ments,

I quote a few excerpts from speeches
or statements of Mr. Cole:

For the following reasons I object to the
low-rent housing plan:

The first objection is that it is privileged
and discriminatory housing.

Secondly, it will not clear the slums,

Third, the poorer folks will not be housed
under this program.

Fourth, it bullds a tremendous political
machine.

Fifth, it violates the rights of minorities.

Sixth, it is excessive in cost and there
are no brakes on the excessive cost.

Seventh, it tends to destroy private homes
and private business.

And elghth, it tends to destroy our form
of government. (Source: CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, vol. 95, pt. 6, p. 8151.)

There certainly can be no doubt in
the mind of anyone regarding his deep-
rooted and complete bias against public
housing.

I quote Mr. Cole again on public hous-
ing legislation:

There is a slender, almost indistinguish-
able thread running through this entire bill.
That thread is government control of the
individual family life, the individual home,
the individual. Read the bill carefully from
the . beginning, the declaration of policy,
through the slum-clearance proposition,
through the low-rent plan, down through
the research program, and, finally, to the
farm housing, in which the farmers are reg-
imented, and you will then find, Mr. Chair-
man, that this threst may become so0 strong
as to strangle the people of America.
(Source: CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 95, pt.
6, p. 8152.)

" Certainly these intemperate state-
ments indicate clearly a prejudice
against the law which, in spite of the
best intentions of the nominee, would
prejudice any objective administration
of his agency.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from New York be kind enough
to yield?

Mr. LEHMAN. I am happy to yield to
the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
New York not agree with me that the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Toeey] went to the very heart of the
problem before the Senate when he asked
this question a few minutes ago: Do we
not have an obligation to confirm as the
administrator of a congressional act
someone who, on the record, is at least
friendly to the act? Does not the Sen-
ator agree with me that that goes to the
very heart of the problem?

Mr. LEHMAN. I wish to make it very
clear that my feeling is that it would be
unfortunate, unfair, and unwise to ap-
point anyone to administer an act of
Congress who was unfriendly to the act,
as this man has clearly indicated he is.
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Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator agree
with me that if we think the act ought
to be repealed, modified, or emasculated,
we ought to do it ourselves, and not ap-
point someone who has a record such as
the Senator has just indicated, and who
obviously is so biased that we could take
judicial notice of the fact that he could
not possibly administer the act within
its spirit and intent?

Mr. LEHMAN. Iagree fully, of course.
with my distinguished colleague from
Oregon. This man has shown by his
words and actions that he could not pos-
sibly evaluate or appraise this law in
any objective manner. Therefore he
certainly could not give advice to the
Congress which would be of any value, or
which could possibly be considered en-
tirely disinterested.

Mr. MORSE. If the Senator will fur-
ther yield, let us consider a question or
two dealing with the very type of objec-
tions and criticisms which Mr. Cole has
made with respect to this act.

The Senator from New York, in his
many years of distinguished service in
public life, particularly during his gov-
ernorship of the State of New York, had
a great deal to do with the problem of
better housing for the little people of
America. Is it the opinion of the Senator
from New York that when we help the
so-called little people, the people of
small means whose home environments
are pitiful, to live in decent homes, we
make bad Americans out of them, or good
Americans?

Mr. LEHMAN. Of course, we seek to
make good Americans out of them. I
think the great test of a man’s public
service is his effort to raise the standard
of living of those citizens who unfor-
tunately have not been privileged to the
same degree that many of their fellows
have been privileged. There are hun-
dreds of thousands of such people in the
State of New York, and I have no doubt
that there are many thousands of them
in the State so ably represented by the
distinguished Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MORSE. This nominee, accord-
ing to the quotations which the Senator
from New York has just read, says in ef-
fect that the kind of housing program
provided by the law is a threat to Amer-
icanism. Is that not the position of the
nominee?

Mr. LEHMAN. Certainly he has taken
that position. He goes even further and
says with a rhetorical flourish that the
public housing program-—I am now gquot-
ing Mr. Cole—"is a thread which may
become so strong as to strangle the peo-
ple of America.”

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
New York agree with me that undesir-
able housing conditions, such as the type
of housing one observes in certain areas
of Washington, D. C., which are in-
habited by our Negro population, and
some of which are within a few blocks
of the Capitol itself—filthy, unsanitary,
and inadequate—constitute conditions
and environments in which Communists
like to work?

Mr. LEHMAN. The distinguished
Senator from Oregon is absolutely right.
There is no doubt about it at all that
such conditions present very {fertile
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ground for the development of Com-
munists. These conditions constitute
some of our most dangerous breeding
grounds of communism.

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
New York agree with me that the im-
provement of such conditions by the
Government through a public housing
program, with the building done by pri-
vate contractors, which apparently Mr.
Cole is completely overlooking—and they
do not lose any money by that kind of
construction work—not only makes bet-
ter Americans out of such people, but
helps us to strike an effective body blow
at Communist propaganda in the United
States? Does the Senator from New
York agree with me?

Mr. LEHMAN. I fully agree with the
Senator from Oregon. What partic-
ulary interested me in the testimony of
Mr. Cole before the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency—and I might say that
I was prevented by a cold from attending
the hearings, but I read the report very
carefully—was that he said he was not
against some slum clearance. However,
he did not explain how one could pos-
sibly provide slum clearance without
making some reasonable provision for
better public housing, in which the peo-
ple who are removed from the slums
could be lodged.

Mr. MORSE. I hope the Senator
from New York will join with me in try-
ing—and I underline the word trying—
to get a yea-and-nay vote on the nomi-
nation. I have failed on several oc-
casions to get the Senate on record on
other issues. I hope we will be able to
have a year-and-nay vote on this nomi-
nation.

Mr. LEHMAN. Before I conclude my
remarks I will certainly ask for a yea-
and-nay vote on the nomination.

I want to thank my distinguished col-
league from Oregon, and to say that I
am in complete agreement with him. I
am sure we will have a great deal more
to say about he issue before the end of
the afternoon.

I quote another statement made by
Mr. Cole in reference to housing legisla~
tion:

I oppose the bill because I feel it Is
discriminatory between all types of
people * * *, I intend to oppose the bill on
that basis.

The source of that gquotation is the
hearings of the Committee on Banking
and Currency, House of Representatives,
81st Congress, H. R. 4009, April-May
1949.

The second of my reasons for oppos-
ing the confirmation of Mr. Cole is the
firm belief that no sincere and honest
man, and I believe Mr. Cole to be both
sincere and honest, can, contrary to his
sincere convictions, efficiently carry out
and administer a program to which he is
unalterably opposed. With the back-
ground of his expressed views and his
votes, we cannot expect Mr. Cole to seek
to justify a substantial program of pub-
lic housing units for the next year and
the years that lie ahead. I ask unani-
mous consent to print the voting record
of Mr. Cole on the issue of low-rent pub-
lic housing.
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There being no objection, the voting
record was ordered to be printed in the
Recorbp, as follows:

Voting record of Hon. Albert M. Cole on {ssue
of low-rent public housing

Issue Mr, Cole's vote

June 29, 1949: Rees (Republican, Kan- | For theamend-
sas) amendment to strike public ment;against
housing title from the Housing Act of gﬂublic hous-
%ﬂ. (Public housing won, 209 to 2.

June 29, 1040: Final passage of the | Against,
ﬂultgling Act of 1949, (Passed, 228

May 4, 1951: Gossett (Democrat, Tex- | For the amend-
as) amendment to reduce public ment;
housing starts to 5,000 for year ublic hous-

1952, (Passed, 181 to 113.)

July 25, 1951: Vote to recommit inde-
pendent offices appropriation bill
with instructions to reduce public
housing starts to 5000 units,
(Passed, 188 to 186.)

Aug. 15, 1951: Second vote to recom-

2.
Recorded as
not voting,

For recommit-

mit independent offices appropria- tal; against
tion bill with instructions to reduce g]ub]lc hous-
public housing starts to 5,000 units, g.
(Defeated, 206 to 169.)

Mar, 21, 1952: Fisher (Democrat, | For theamend-
Texas) amendment to reduce public ment; nst
housing starts to 5,000 units for fiscal glublm s~
year 1953, (Passed 102 to 168.)

.

June 26, 1952: Vote to recommit inde- | For recommit-

pendent offices appropriation bill to -
conference with instructions to
reduce public housing starts to 5,000
units for fiscal year 1053, (Passed
195 to 181.)

July 2, 1952: Second vote to recommit
independent offices appropriation bill
to conference with instructions to
reduee public housing starts to 5,000
units for fiscal year 1953, (Defeated
193 to 160,)

tal; inst
&!1813110 ous-

Recorded as
not voting.

Mr. LEHMAN. It will be seen from
the voting record that Mr. Cole voted
against the appropriation for a substan=-
tial number of public housing starts. He
voted to cut the public housing program
down to 5,000 units, which, of course,
was just a way of killing the public hous-
ing program altogether.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New York yield?

Mr. LEHMAN. I yield. ;
Mr. MAYBANK. I shall vote to con
firm the nomination of Mr. Cole, but I
wonder whether the Senatcr from New
York will agree with me that on the in-
dependent offices appropriation bill I had
to fight for a long time in order to have
justice done to the poor people of our
country. That was in connection with
the independent offices appropriation
bill, however, not in connection with the
bill before the Committee on Banking
and Currency. The Senator from New
York will agree with that statement, I

assume.

Mr. LEHMAN. Yes; I show what the
situation was with respect to Mr. Cole’s
voting record.

Mr., MAYBANK. Yes.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I may
say that I shall always recall with a
great deal of gratitude and appreciation
the yeoman service performed by the
distinguished Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. MayeaNk]l in behalf of the
public housing program. The President
of the United States had recommended
funds for 75,000 public housing units,
which was still below the authorized
level. The House cut the amount to 5,000
units. The bill came to the Senate and
the Senator from South Carolina will re-
call that I introduced an amendment
raising the number to 50,000 units. The
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Senator from South Carolina went along
with the amendment, but he was very
frank to say that when the bill got to
the House he did not believe the House
would sustain the 50,000-unit appro-
priation.

When the bill was sent to conference,
because of the inspired leadership of the
distinguished Senator from South Caro-
lina the number of units was set at
35,000.

Mr. MAYBANK. I appreciate the
Senator's remarks.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. Cole sought in
every way to cut the number to 5,000
units.

Mr. MAYBANK. I want it understood
that it was the Senate of the United
States that voted for the 35,000 units.
I was chairman of the conference com=
mittee, and I went along with what the
Senate did.

Mr. LEHMAN. The Senate did it, but
the Senate certainly was very much in-
spired by the leadership of the Senator
from South Carolina with regard to the
public housing program.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New York yield?

Mr. LEHMAN. I yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. The legislation to
which the Senator from New York is re=-
ferring was in connection with appropri-
ations before the Committee on Appro-
priations, not in connection with a bill
before the Committee on Banking and
Currency, involving authorizations.

Mr. LEHMAN. Yes. In the voting
record of Mr. Cole there is included his
vote in the House on the bill itself, and
also his vote on the appropriation, when
there was a move to reduce, to commit,
and to recommit the bill. I shall be
very glad to read the voting record if
there is any doubt in the mind of the
Senator from Indiana. I did not wish to
take up the time of the Senate to do so.

I wish to say further that in the hear-
ings before the Committee on Banking
and Currency, Mr. Cole made it erystal
clear that his views remained unchanged
and that his opposition was fundamental
and just as strong as it was in 1949.

Of course, he indicated that, as head
of the agency, he would seek to carry out
the law. However, he also made it very
clear, as the Senator from Oregon [MTr.
Morse] has pointed out, that his opposi=-
tion was just as strong as it had been
in 1949 and, while he would feel himself
bound to carry out the provisions of the
law, he would not change his sentiments
at all. I maintain that no man can pos=
sibly have the sentiments that Mr. Cole
has had for several years, and apparently
still has—and I base that assertion on
the testimony before the Committee on
Banking and Currency—and handle this
complex, important, and intricate ques-
tion of housing in an objective manner,
That, as I have said, is one of the rea-
sons why I certainly feel it my duty to
oppose confirmation of the nomination.

Mr. President, with the strong, force-
ful, and consistent record which Mr.
Cole has made in opposition to public
housing, ean he or any other man having
his convictions now say he is in favor
of a program which he once said, “may
become so strong as to strangle America.”
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In my opinion he never can and he never
will. While I respect him for maintain-
ing his position, I am very fearful that
his long-held views and opposition now
will lead to deemphasis and curtailment
of the public housing program, if not its
eventual liquidation.

Mr. President, because I believe that
our public-housing program is still vital-
1y needed, because it is essential to many
large groups in my State, as well as in
many other parts of the Nation, and be-
cause I believe the present nominee is
barred from effective administration of
the public-housing program by sincerely
held beliefs and opinions, I must oppose
confirmation of this nomination. I could
not in good conscience do otherwise.

Mr. President, I ask that the yeas and
nays be had on the question of the con-
firmation of the nomination. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BusH
in the chair). Is there a sufficient sec-
ond?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr, President, I
wish to take a few minutes to make
known my opposition to confirmation of
the nomination of Mr. Cole as Housing
and Home Finance Administrator.

I believe the record has been made
abundantly clear, by the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. MorsE] and the Senator
from New York [Mr. Leamaxn], as to
why confirmation of this nomination
should be opposed.

Some time ago, when I was informed
that the President was to nominate Mr.
Cole to be Housing and Home Finance
Administrator, I said it was “like putting
a fox in charge of a chicken coop.” Mr.
President, in that parlance I have indi-
cated that to put Mr. Cole in charge of
the Housing and Home Finance Agency,
in view of his record of firm opposition to
the objectives and purposes of that
Agency, would be to put in charge some-
one who would see that it is no longer an
active agency and function of the Gov-
ernment.

I believe the record is crystal clear
that Mr. Cole does not believe in public
housing. I believe the record is equally
clear that Mr. Cole has advocated the
views of those throughout the United
States who have been the opponents of
Federal assistance for low-rent public
housing and slum clearance. I further
believe the record is crystal clear that
Mr. Cole’s nomination is being most vo=
ciferously and actively supported by the
lending institutions, the private con-
tractors, and the private building indus-
try in the United States who, again, have
a record of firm opposition to public
housing.

I do not believe it is necessary at this
time to debate the merits or demerits
of the policy of the United States in
reference to the housing program. The
national policy is embodied in the Hous-
ing Act of 1949. It is a comprehensive,
inclusive policy which represents such
factors as the Federal Housing Admin-
istration, mortgage guaranties to pri-
vate builders, technical research for the
building industry, slum clearance, re=
development programs, community re-
development, public housing, and farm
housing.
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How did Mr. Cole, when he was a
Member of the House of Representa-
tives, vote on this measure? How did
Mr. Cole, the present nominee, the po-
tential, new Administrator of the Hous-
ing and Home Finance Agency, vote,
when he was a Member of the House
of Representatives, not just on the pub-
lic housing aspects of the Housing Act,
but on the total bill? I have before me
the record, and I am informed by the
weekly report of the Congressional
Quarterly, for the week ending March 6,
1953, on page 297, as follows:

During consideration in 1849 of the first
major postwar public housing and slum-
clearance bill, Cole supported an amendment
to delete the low-rent public housing provi-
sion; voted for recommittal of the bill, and
against final passage.

Mr. President, that indicates to me
that this gentleman, with all of his many
fine attributes and assets—and I am not
contesting his sincerity nor his integ-
rity of purpose—is opposed to the basic
housing policy of the Nation as adopted
by the Congress in 1949.

If Congress wishes to open again the
entire matter of that policy, then, in-
deed, we shall have an.opportunity to
reeaxamine the qualifications of Mr.
Cole.

But today we have a housing policy
and a housing program. The present
nominee, whose nomination is before us
this afternoon, has been unalterably op-
posed to every aspect of that program.
He voted against final passage of the
bill, despite the fact that he had an op=-
portunity to place himself clearly on
record when he voted on the public
housing aspects of the bill, in a separate
amendment submitted in 1949. Fur-
thermore, not only did Mr. Cole take a
negative position in 1949, but, as has
been revealed by his voting record, which
was submitted to us today by the Sena-
tor from New York [Mr. LEEMAN], in
every instance, whenever there was an
appropriation request for housing, Mr.
Cole voted to reduce the amount of the
appropriation; he voted, in fact, to
emasculate the housing program by
withholding the necessary funds.

In fact, again according to the Con-
gresslonal Quarterly, in 1951 Mr, Cole
not only voted to cut down the amount
of the appropriation, but voted to take
away the right of the Federal Govern-
ment, in the 1951 Defense Housing Act,
to acquire land in isolated areas for de-
velopments in connection with defense
installations. So even when defense in-
stallations were involved, Mr. Cole said,
“No”; he said there should be no Fed-
eral housing whatsoever even in defense
areas where there was a definite need for
such activity.

Mr. President, I should like to have the
Senate consider this question: What is
the housing policy of the new adminis-
tration?

I ask the new administration whether
its housing policy is the policy of the
nominee whose nomination has been
submitted to us. If it is, then I ask the
new administration to have the courage
to say that the housing policy, as we
know it now, is done.

The only way we can ascertain what
is the housing policy of the new admin-
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istration is by means of the nominations
that are submitted to us.

The present nominee has made his
position perfectly clear, for he is an hon-
orable man. However, I disagree with
him on this issue.

The nominee has said he has an open
mind; he has said he would make a
study of the situation and of what
should be done on the housing issue.
However, I understand that there are
other views on this matter. For exam-
ple, I hold in my hand a copy of an As-
sociated Press dispatch which relates to
inguiries made of the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. Tarr]l. The inquiries were
made on March 2, 1953, I believe. At
that time the Senator from Ohio was
quoted as follows:

Tarr said he had recommended to Presi-
dent Eisenhower that an administrator be
chosen who had no record on housing issues
Il‘:mi: was satisfled that Cole would do a good
ob.

“I suggested to the President that he ap-
point someone with the understanding he
would have 6 months to study the situation
and recommend what should be done with
the housing agency,” Tarr sald.

He noted that public housing, finance and
loan divisions of the overall agency are self-
operating. He said it might be well to trans-
fer some of them under the wing of other
departments, adding:

“I don't think we need a Home and Hous-
ing Administration at all,” TarT said.

Although Tarr indicated he doesn't believe
Cole has been instructed to make such a
survey as the Ohioan suggested, the Senator
sald Eisenhower has reserved to himself and
Congress the decision on the future of the
organization.

Mr. President, I submit this raises the
entire issue as to what the situation is in
the case uf the Housing and Home Fi-
nance Agency. Shall it remain as an
autonomous agency, an independent
agency? Or shall its functions be incor=
porated in those of other departments or
agencies of the Federal Government?
‘What shall be the context of the pro-
gram?

The program was brilliantly defended
in the Senate by Senators on both sides
of the aisle. One of the most brilliant
defenders of the program, and one who
gave the classic rationale in the case of
housing, as we have it, was the Senator
from Ohio. The entire housing program
as it is now developed was an accepted
part of the governmental machinery and
program for the people of the United
States.

Yet I see in this nomination the begin-
ning of a change in the basic housing
policy of the Congress and of the Nation,
and I submit that in this instance that
change is coming in the back door.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Minnesota yield to me?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. JACKSON. Is there in the record
anything to indicate that Mr. Cole would
request in good faith, at appropriate
times, of the Bureau of the Budget suf=-
ficient funds to permit the carrying out
of a public-housing program? I believe
that question goes to the heart of the dis-
cussion here today.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank the Sen-
ator from Washington for that question.
It indeed goes to the heart of the matter.
In fact, I was about to address myself
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to that very problem. What are the
prerogatives, what are the responsibili-
ties, what are the duties, what are the
privileges of an administrator of an
agency? An unsympathetic administra=-
tor ean see that an agency dies by lack
of economic blood plasma to keep it alive,
There are many ways to kill off legisla-
tion. It is unnecessary to repeal it.
Sometimes it is merely allowed to wither
away, and it just dies out. After all,
the body politic needs some sustenance,
too, and if a housing agency does not
get the funds with which to carry on
its program it does, and its program dies.
The Senator from Washington is emi-
nently correct in the question he asks,
which has an automatic answer: Indeed,
it is self-answering. The truth is that
Mr. Cole has been unsympathetic toward
the purposes of this act, and an admin-
istrator unsympathetic to the purposes
of the act could readily, easily, and ef-
fectively choke off the whole program
by simply not requesting from the Bu-
reau of the Budget, from the President
of the United States, from the commit-
tees of the Congress, the funds with
which to carry it out. And, Mr. Presi-
dent, “by their fruits ye shall know
them.” Had the Housing Administra-
tion found it necessary to live on the
crumbs that were to be dropped into its
mouth for sustenance by ex-Representa-
tive Cole, it would be a victim of politi=
cal malnutrition and economic emacia-
tion.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. JACKSON. Iserved with Mr. Cole
in the House of Representatives, and I
have a very high regard for his honesty,
integrity, and ability. But I am greatly
concerned as to whether he would in
good faith request funds with which to
carry out the provisions of the law. I
understand he has testified that he will
live up to the law. Of course, he takes
an oath to do that, but I submit to the
Senator from Minnesota that that is not
‘sufficient. I think the Senate has a right
to know whether he will do so in good
faith. It would occur to me that good
faith would include a willingness on his
part to request funds adequate to carry
on a definite public-housing program.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I may reply to the
Senator by quoting from page 20 of the
testimony as reported by the Committee
on Banking and Currency, on the nomi-
nation of Albert M. Cole. Beginning
with the concluding sentence of a ques-
tion by the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
DovucLas], I read from page 20:

An unsympathetic administrator can al-
ways put roadblocks in the way of specific
projects on the grounds that the site is not
suitable or that this or that is not suitable.

Mr. CoLE. I understand.

Senator Dovcras., And therefore, in effect,

he can prevent the will of Congress fronmy
being carried out.

Mr. CorLE. I would agree that it could be
done that way.

Senator DoucLAs. This is really the doubt
that has concerned me ever since your name
came up: Can an honest man—and you are
an honest man—who 1s sincerely doubtful
about or disbelieving in public housing, put
aside his honest opposition when these ad-
ministrative decisions come up?
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Mr. CorLe. I do not know. How could I
know? All I know is what I think. If I say
to you I am a sincere man, what does that
mean?

Senator DoucLas. If you were not a sin-
cere man, it might be easier for you because
you might then bend to the stormr and ap-
prove these projects, even though you did not
believe in them. But being a sincere man,
and not belleving in these projects, can you
really facilitate them? It is that which wor-
ries me.

Mr. Core. I think so, but how can I tell
you. I do not know. I think I can.

Mr. President, that is about as definite,
I may say, as a woman’'s fancy about
next year's fashions. There is simply no
definiteness whatever to these answers.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. JACKSON., If Mr. Cole should
fail to request funds for new projects, he
would not have a housing program to be-
lieve in, would he?

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is correct.

Mr. JACKSON. I believe he refers to
his belief in the law, but I think there
at least should be some affirmative state-
ment in the record which would indicate
that he is not only willing to carry out
the law, but is also willing to act in
good faith, and will request appropriate
funds from the Bureau of the Budget
from time to time as the need arises. I
have been unable to find anything in the
record which would indicate that he will
do that.

I may say that I have supported all of
the President’s nominees to date. I
should like to support this nomination.
From the record thus far, I have a se-
rious question in my mind as to whether
the nominee can act in good faith and
carry out not only the law but the spirit
of the law as intended by the Congress
of the United States when it was passed.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I will yield in a
moment,

Mr. President, I have acted in the
same spirit which the Senator from
Washington has announced. Asamem-
ber of the committees of this Congress,
I have supported nominees of the Presi-
dent, many of the nominees holding per-
sonal political views with which I might
disagree. But they have no congres-
sional voting record. They have made
statements, but I have found out in just
a short experience in public life that
statements are one thing, but the roll-
call vote is another. One cannot vote
“maybe” around here. He votes either
yes or no. And I notice that Mr. Cole
did not vote “maybe” either. As a
Representative from the State of Kansas,
his voting was perfectly clear and forth-
right. One does not have to have a Phi
Beta Kappa key or a master’s degree
in public housing legislation in order to
find out where this gentleman stands.
He is opposed to it. I respect his posi-
tion. T disagree with it, but I respect
the integrity of his position. But, Mr.
President, as I said a moment ago, this
would be like putting a fox in charge
of a chicken coop. The fox makes no
secret as to what his desire is in regard
to the chickens. Mr. Cole leaves no
doubt at all as to what he believes about
the housing program,
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T am not influenced at all by the fact
that he says he will obey the law. This
is like asking a schoolboy, “Won't you
attend school?” when there are com=
pulsory attendance laws on the books.
Of course, he will attend school; he must.
When a man takes an oath of office, say-
ing that he will uphold, support, and
defend the Constitution, and the laws of
the land—of course he will. But, Mr.
President, there is a great deal of dif-
ference as to how it is done. It depends
upon the vigilance of the administration.
It depends upon the enthusiasm, the
spirit of the administration. I am fear-
ful that in this instance the flesh is not
only weak, but that the spirit is weak
also; and therefore I say it would be
wrong to confirm this appointment. It
would be wrong, if I am to believe what
I was told and what the American
people were told during the great cam-
paign, that these great social programs
were to go on. I say, Mr. President, that
today the cities of America are sick—sick
with slums, sick with tenements, sick
with disease in tfheir underprivileged
areas.

I further say, Mr. President, that no
program has ever been brought to the
Congress that has a better alternative
than the one we have for cleaning out
the slums and relieving the grief and the
suffering of those who live in the tene-
ment and slum districts of American
cities—all the talk about privately
financed housing, all the talk about free-
enterprise housing, still does not give the
needy a decent place in which tolive. Go
over the cities of America and see what
has been done in the matter of public
housing. Go to the cities where there is
no public housing, and see the degrada=
tion, the slums, the social cancer that
grows in their midst. I do not intend to
be a party to repudiating the public
housing program by voting to confirm
the nomination of someone who is going
to see to it that it is not effective. M.
Cole as an honorable citizen, cannot
possibly make it effective, because his
whole public life has been dedicated
against its effectiveness, He does not be-
lieve in it. I respect his belief, but, Mr.
President, that is the wrong type of man
to have in charge of a program such as
this.

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish to yield to
the Senator from Kansas. I believe I
should.

Mr. CARLSON. I think the Senator
from Minnesota. I believe he made the
statement that Mr. Cole was opposed
to public housing.

Mr. HUMPHREY, That is correct.

Mr. CARLSON. In that connection,
I desire to cite page 20 of the hearings
before the Senate Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency on the nomination of
Mr. Cole. I read:

Senator DoucLas. That béing so, I do not
know what your conclusion is, but my con-
clusion is that you cannot take care of all of
those people under private housing and that
you need some public housing to help pro-
vide decently for the families and the kids
who are ousted in the process of slum clear-
ance.

Mr. CorE. I think It is possible that pri-
vate enterprise might be able to do the job.
It has never been tried. That is No. 1. No. 2
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is, again, I am not opposed to public hous=
ing, as such, or shall I put it in another way:
I am not opposed to the assistance of low=
income people to obtain low-rental units.
That assistance, if it should come through
the Federal Government, that is fine., I
would like to localize it as much as possible,
however. I think too much of it has been
centered in Washington.

Again, I am trying to say it is a question of
how we would do it, rather than whether it
be done,

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank the Sena-
tor from Kansas. But I suggest to him
that he read the next page. On the next
page there occurred the following col-
loquy between the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. DoucLas] and Mr. Cole:

Senator DovucLas. Generally, you want
someone who is sympathetic with the pur-
pose of a title, to administer that title. That
is the point.

Mr. CoLE. If T were completely unsympa=
thetic with the need to help low-income
people obtain low-rental units, yes. I am
saying to you I am not. I am not only not
unsympathetic, I am tremendously inter-
ested in securing that sort of thing. I am
saying that very positively. That I can say,
and that I can say in all sincerity.

Senator DoucLas. Are you sympathetic to
having their needs met, in part at least,
through public housing?

Mr, CorE. Through a form of public as-
slstance, yes.

Senator DoucLas. And asslstance so that
they could pay their rents privately?

Mr. CorE. I do not mean to put them in
welfare programs. I belleve there is a way
we can expand the program.

Senator DoueLAS, Without public housing?

Mr. Core. The term “public housing”™ I
still do not like.

Senator DoucGras. Well, it happens to be
in the act.

Mr. CoLE. Well, maybe it is.
know.

Mr. President, let me say that this is
not in the realm of theory. We are talk-
ing of reality. We have a law which was
hotly debated in the 80th Congress, the
81st Congress, and other Congresses.
We have had a Federal Housing Act since
1937. It is not mew. The law is per-
fectly clear. It states exactly what the
objectives of our Government are to be
in the field of housing, both private and
public. Mr. Cole is not in support of
that law. We can give all the explana-
tions we want to, and I know we try to
do so, but sometimes we have to express
our philosophy in one word, “Yes" or
“No.” The “Yes"” and “No"” votes of Mr.
Cole are crystal clear.

In 1949 he supported an amendment
to estimate the public-housing provi=-
sion of the law.

Second, he supported an amendment to
send the bill back to committee, which
is a gentlemanly way of killing a bill.

Third, he voted against final passage.

Frequently someone votes against cer-
tain amendments to make his position
perfectly clear, but when it comes to the
final vote he has to vote for a housing
program or no housing program. What
did Mr, Cole do? He voted for no hous=
ing program. He cannot erase that
from the record. Furthermore, Mr.
President, I have not heard him repent
for what I consider to be his mistake.
From 1949 to 1952 former Representa-
tive Cole openly and vigorously opposed
Federal assistance in the field of housing

I do not
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or any low-rent, low-income housing.
That is his record.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Minnesota yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. LEHMAN. In the case of Mr.
Cole the record is very clear with regard
to his point of view, with regard to his
philosophy, and with regard to his policy
in connection with the housing bill. His
record is so clear that there can be no
disagreement with reference to it. I
placed in the REcorbp, a little while ago, a
memorandum showing the votes of Mr.
Cole in connection with public housing,
The Senator from Minnesota has empha-
sized that record. Mr. Cole voted five
times to cut public housing down to a
maximum of 5,000 units., That is merely
a token number., It is a fraud on the
public, as was stated on the floor of the
Senate when the appropriation bill was
being considered 2 years ago. It is a
complete fraud. We cannot do anything
with 5,000 public-housing units. Such a
number is almost as valueless as no pubr-
lic housing whatsoever. Yet, Mr. Presi-
dent, that is the extent to which Mr,
Cole was willing to go. He talked against
a larger number of units. He voted
against an appropriation bill provision
which allowed a larger number of units
when we in the Senate raised the number
to 35,000 units. Even that number would
be inadequate. Mr. Cole must know that
there cannot possibly be slum clearance
without public-housing units into which
to place the people who have been taken
away from the slum areas.

Mr. Cole also spoke on the floor of the
House against the research features of
the bill, and he was more than lukewarm
against the farm housing features of the
bill.

There is no reason in the world why we
should have any confidence in a man who
has taken this position for many years
and still maintains it, as can readily be
seen in the report of the hearings before
the Banking and Currency Committee.

As the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
HumpPHREY] has pointed out, there has
been no repentance on his part whatso-
ever, To place this man in such an im-
portant position would be analogous to
appointing as Secretary of Defense a
man who had declared himself to be
hostile to air power and to the Air Forces,
in spite of the fact that the Congress of
the United States recognizes the impor-
tance of air power and the Air Forces.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I think the Sen=
ator’s analogy is correct.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President——

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I
commend the Senator from New York
on using the term “slum clearance.” In
the days when Secretary Ickes had a
branch in his office public housing was
not then known as public housing, but
as slum clearance. The reason for pub-
lic housing was to clear slums in New
York or Minneapolis or wherever they
might exist. Slum clearance was the
issue in 1933. Last year, in connection
with the appropriations for independent
offices the Senator from Illinois [Mr,
Doucras] did not want public housing
in Chicago unless it cleared the slums
for poor people.
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I am glad the Senator from New York
brought up the question because, from
my knowledge, the purpose of public
housing is to clear the slums for persons
who could not otherwise afford to get
out of slum areas. The purpose was to
put the people back near their jobs, near
the point at which they worked.

Mr, LEHMAN. I thank the Senator
from South Carolina,

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, bad
as the term “public housing” may sound
to some persons, there is something that
is much worse, namely, the filth, the de-
cay, the degradation, the poverty, the so-
cial cancer of slums. I have been around
the cities of America enough to know the
kinds of conditions that exist in some
of the older areas of our great metro-
politan centers. I can see that city after
city is suffering financially, politically,
and socially, because there is a blight
which sets in and spreads like a vicious
circle to consume the city. The facts
are crystal clear. We talk about publie
housing being expensive. Nothing is
more expensive than slums. We falk
about the hand of the Federal Govern-
ment on the local community. Let me
say that the hand of poverty and mis-
ery is much worse than is the hand of
the Government of the people, for the
people, and by the people.

I am not impressed with all these
arguments. What I am impressed with
is the need for an effective housing pro-
gram on the part of our Government,

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I do not know
whether there has been discussed in
connection with the very important
nomination before the Senate another
subject which is involved in it, but
whether there has been or not, I think
the Senator from Minnesota will agree
with me that there has been a very seri=
ous trend in the past 45 or 50 days, on
the part of many new administrative
officers, to raise interest rates. I read
the testimony of Mr. Cole, and although
it is somewhat vague as to what he would
do about the rate of interest for veterans’
housing, which is 4.25 percent——

Mr. LEHMAN. No; it is 4 percent.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Four percent; I
thank the Senator. Itseems to me from
a reading of Mr. Cole’s testimony that he
would offer no resistance whatsoever to
any ftrend toward increasing interest
rates on veterans’ loans or FHA loans so
they would be anywhere from 4 to 6 per-
cent, the limit which the law provides.

That is a very serious matter to the
average person who may be buying a
small home. A 1l-percent interest rate
increase on a $10,000 home would mean
$100 a year. A 2-percent raise would
mean $200 a year, or between $17.50 and
$18 a month. If that is extended to a
20-year payment, it will be found, in
some cases, that when the inferest rate
gets above 5 percent, the person who
buys a small home will have paid in in-
terest charges, at the end of the term,
more than the amount of principal.

Iread Mr. Cole’s testimony., I wonder
if the Senator from Minnesota will agree
with me with respect to it. In answer to
the chairman of the committee, Mr. Cole
said he might wait for an inquiry on the
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part of the Senate Committee on Banking
and Currency, but he did not think he
ought to wait more than 30 days.

A very rapid rise in interest rates is
indicated, and I think the trend in that
direction has been sufficiently shown.

1 know Mr. Cole, and I agree with what
Senators have said about his frankness,
honesty, and integrity. But I am afraid
that I shall have to oppose confirmation
of his nomination, not so much because
of his position in regard to slum clear-
ance, as because of what I think is a very
dangerous trend, so far as the average
person in America is concerned, namely,
the tendency to raise interest rates. I
think such a trend would affect the little
home buyer more than any other person
in the United States.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire to thank
the Senator from Washington.

Mr. Cole himself did not limit himself
to 30 days. In all fairness, he said, in
reference to the matter of interest rates,
“Perhaps 30 days is a little bit short”—
and possibly it is,

On page 23 of the testimony or report
of the hearings, it will be found that
Mr. Cole was very cautions with refer-
ence to the matter, and suggested that
no precipitate action be taken.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I yield.

Mr. MAYBANK. I wish to make
merely one statement, I shall vote for
the confirmation of Mr. Cole’s nomi-
nation. Unless I am wrong—and the
Chairman of the Committee on Banking
and Currency, who is present on the
floor can correct me, if I am—I under=
stood Mr. Cole to state that he would
not be in a hurry to take action in the
matter of interest rates.

Mr. HUMPHREY, That is what I
just stated.

Mr. MAYBANK. He said that he
would report back to the committee be-
fore he did anything., If he intends to
report back to the committee, I shall be
there, together with the chairman of
the committee, when he reports back
about increased rates of interest.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I know that the
Senator from South Carolina has always
been opposed to raising interest rates on
Federal housing.

Mr. MAYBANK. Of course I have.
I will go further and pay my respects to
the distinguished Senator from Idaho
[Mr. DworsHAK] who, read info the
Recorp this morning the interest rates
the Government is paying on the debt.
I think it would be a mistake to raise
the interest rate on housing loans.

Mr. MAGNUSON. From reading the
record of Mr. Cole’s testimony with re-
spect to increasing the rates of interest,
it seems to me that if bankers could pre-
vail upon the administration to have a
general increase in Government interest
rates as well as other interest rates, Mr.
Cole, as Administrator of Federal Hous-
ing, would surely offer no opposition to a
raise in interest rates on veterans’ hous-
ing or FHA housing.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I shall let Mr.
Cole’s record speak for itself. It is a
record of opposition to the Housing Act
of 1949—a record of obstruction to
housing appropriations.
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Mr. MAYBANEK. If the rate is raised
for one type of housing, it will have to be
raised for all. We cannot have one rate
for agriculture, another for the Federal
land bank, another for Federal housing,
and so forth.

Mr. HUMPHREY. My reply to the
Senator from Washington is that the
record with respect to Mr. Cole speaks
for itself. I think that in considering
his nomination, it is not necessary to,go
into the realm of conjecture. It is only
necessary to go into the realm of re-
corded legislative facts.

In the area of interest rates, Mr. Cole
was cautious. He said he did not think
he could have any answers before 30
days. Moreover, he said he would sure-
1y consult with the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

However, I should like to point out
that, as the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. Maysank] has just suggested,
once a start is made in adjusting in-
terest rates, automatically there is set
into effect a chain of events which may
necessitate the raising of interest rates
in other areas of our economy. This has
already started. This is the policy of the
new administration.

The President of the United States has
sent to the Senate the nomination of
Mr. Cole. I understand that the Senate
Committee on Banking and Currency,
by a split vote, has concurred in that
nomination. It is my intention to vote
against the confirmation of the nomina-
tion, primarily because Mr. Cole does not
represent, on the basis of his official
record and in his statements in connec-
tion with matters of policy for which he
has stood, the purposes and objectives of
the Housing Act of 1949.

I have no personal comments to make
about Mr, Cole as an individual. I only
say his views are not similar to the hous-
ing policies of Congress, which were
adopted by an overwhelming majority
in 1949.

I think that Mr. Cole’s nomination
should be rejected.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, Mr. Cole
is an outstanding citizen. Many per-
sons who were Members of the House
with him know his ability, his character,
and his courage. Iam quite certain they
have sincere admiration for him, despite
the fact that he may be against public
housing.

Mr. Cole has been nominated to be
Administrator of the Housing and Home
Finance Agency, which is a kind of over-
riding organization. Originally the
Home Loan Bank Board, the Federal
Housing Administration, and the Public
Housing Administration were separate
and independent organizations, having
different purposes. They were brought
together on the theory that all housing
agencies should be consolidated in one
organization. Since that time a num-
ber of things have happened. It seems
to me that the Housing and Home
Finance Agency has built up much too
large an overhead organization.

In the second place, the Home Loan
Bank Board is a routine operation.

Third the Federal Housing Adminis-
tration has relaxed its standards, until
today it is not, in my opinion, at all
serving the purposes which it was in-
tended it should serve.
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Of course, the matter of the adminis-
itration of the public housing policy is in
dispute, but there is also great criticism
of the manner of administration of the
Public Housing Administration. It
seems to me that the man nominated to
the position of Housing and Home
Finance Administrator will have the
task of going into the whole question of
public housing, reporting to the Presi-
dent what should be done.

As T see it, the question, at least for
the present is one of administration, in-
cluding recommendations which may be
made to the President and Congress, de-
signed to improve the various organiza-
tions involved.

The Public Housing Administration
and the Federal Housing Administration
are practically autonomous organiza-
tions. The head of the Public Housing
Administration is, and any person re-
placing him should be, a public hous-
ing man. Whoever may be appointed as
head of the FHA probably will be some-
one from the general mortgage field.

I should perhaps have preferred as
Administrator a man who had taken no
position on this one controversy in the
housing field, but it is very difficult to
find such a person. As I understand,
there were many candidates from the
real-estate field and the building-and-
loan field, who were essentially adverse
to the whole idea of public housing, On
the other hand, to put at the head of the
Administration, which supervises the
subordinate branches, a man who was an
outstanding public housing advocate,
certainly would also have been subject to
some criticism.

.Speaking for myself, as one who favors
public housing, I would far rather have
as Administrator one who has been a
Member of Congress, who has approach- -
ed the situation from a public standpoint,
than one who is a real-estate man or
a building-and-loan man, who would be
essentially opposed to the whole program
by reason of the nature of his business.

I believe that all of use learn to ap-
proach problems in a spirit of fairness.
I myself talked with Mr. Cole before his
nomination was sent to the Senate, and
he assured me, as he assured the com-
mittee, that he proposes to administer
the policy of the administration and the
policy of Congress in accordance with
the way those policies are developed and
the way in which they are written into
law.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. TAFT. Iyield tothe Senator from
South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANEK. I heartily agree with
the distinguished Senator from Ohio.
Mr. Cole is a former Member of Con-
gress, one who knows the Congress. He
says that he intends to carry out the laws
which the Congress of the United States
has enacted, and to administer them in
keeping with the way they should be
administered.

Mr. TAFT. My feeling is that we can
count on Mr. Cole carrying out the pol-
icy of Congress. I think the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. HUMPHREY] very
fairly stated that the administration
must decide what policy is to be recom-
mended. I certainly can assure the dis-
tinguished Senator that the appointment
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of Mr. Cole is in no way a repudiation of
the housing policy. How that policy
may develop will certainly be deter=
mined in the future. For the present the
only question involved is that of carry-
ing out the present policy, the policy now
written in the statute books of the
United States by the Congress itself.

Mr. MAYBANK. I recall the days I
served on the Banking and Currency
Committee in 1941, 1942, and 1943. The
distinguished Senator from Ohio did as
much for public housing as did any other
Member of the Senate.

Mr. TAFT. I thank the Senator.

I told Mr. Cole, “Possibly when you
have made the complete study, you may
have to recommend that your own job
be abolished.”

Many people feel that the financial
end of the job, the FHA and the Home
Loan Bank, ought to be in the Treasury,
and that the Public Housing Administra-
tion ought to be in the Federal Security
Administration or whatever other Gov=
ernment department may replace the
Federal Security Administration. I my-
self do not know what I would say. The
functions are somewhat different. The
suggestion to which I have referred rep-
resents a possible approach. Mr. Cole
might recommend the strengthening of
this particular agency as an independ-
ent agency, which it is today.

In any event, I think Mr, Cole is well
qualified. He has the highest character
and possesses the best sort of record. I
can certainly assure the Senate that Mr.
Cole will follow the policy of the Con=-
gress, so far as there is involved, for
example, the question of how many
units we may build this year, before the
final policy is determined. That par-
ticular policy will be determined at the
highest level, and Mr. Cole will act in
accord with that policy, whatever it may
be, as fixed by the President’s recom-
mendations to the Congress and the ac-
tion of the Congress in any law which
it may enact.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. TAFT. Iyield tothe Senator from
Alabama,

Mr. SPARKMAN. The question was
asked a while ago—and I think it was a
very pertinent question—as to what Mr,
Cole's attitude would be toward request-
ing funds for the number of units of
public housing to be built during the next
year, Do I correctly understand from
the Senator from Ohio that it will not
be Mr. Cole who will be requesting such
funds, but that instead, the administra-
tion policy will set a certain level, and
the request for funds will be contained
in the President’s budget? As I under-
stand, the Senator from Ohio gives us
assurance that Mr. Cole will go along
with the program.

Mr. TAFT. Absolutely and completely
so. I cannot say what Mr, Cole might
argue one way or the other; but this is
a matter of such tremendous importance
that it will be determined by the Presi-
dent and his advisers—I am sure in
cooperation with Mr. Cole—but the deci-
sion will be made upon a high level, and
Mr, Cole says that he agrees whole-
heartedly to go along with whatever may
be determined to be the policy. Of
course, the ultimate determination will
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be made by Congress, no matter what
the President may determine; but there
will be an administration recommenda-
tion before Congress acts.

Mr. SPAREMAN. If the Senator will
further yield, I should like to ask him
2 or 3 questions.

Mr. TAFT. I yield.

Mr. SPARKEMAN. I voted in the com-
mittee for the confirmation of the nomi=-
nation of Mr, Cole, I did so primarily
upon the assurances which he gave to
the committee that he would enforce
the law. I know Mr. Cole personally. I
served with him in the House of Repre-
sentatives, I regard him as a man of
character, integrity, and ability; and I
believe that he will carry out the pledge
he made to us.

I had seen in the press reference to a
statement made by the distinguished
Senator from Ohio, in line with what he
stated here a few minutes ago, namely,
to the effect that he had talked with Mr.
Cole and had received certain assurances
from him.

I believe the Senator from Ohio was
quoted also as saying that the subject
had been discussed either between him
and the President or between the Presi-
dent and Mr. Cole, and that the same
assurances had been given in that dis-
cussion.

Mr. TAFT. The question was dis-
cussed between the President and Mr.
Cole.

Mr., SPAREKMAN. And the same as-
surances were given?

Mr, TAFT., Yes.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Let me ask the Sen-
ator from Ohio if the statement he has
made with reference to the breaking
down of the Housing and Home Finance
Agency represents his clear-cut decision,
or if he is merely suggesting that as a
possibility?

Mr, TAPT. I think it is a question
which ought to be studied. I voted for
the Housing and Home Finance Agency
on a previous occasion. I would have
to change my views to reach the other
conclusion. However, the question has
been forcefully presented to me as some-
thing which should be considered, now
that we are trying, in general, to get rid
of independent agencies and assign them
to the regular departments, so far as
possible, For that reason this argument
is more plausible than it was before.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Is it the Senator's
understanding that that is. one of the
things which Mr. Cole is to study if his
nomination as Administrator is con-
firmed?

Mr. TAFT. I think so. It is a ques-
tion which should be determined in co-
operation with the Treasury, the Federal
Security Agency, and the President, be-
fore any recommendation is made to
Congress.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Cole said he
had been asked by the President to make
a study of the entire program. I gather
that he meant the program as it was
being carried on.

Mr. TAFT. He meant the study of the
agency from an administrative stand-
point, to see how the administration
could be improved.

Mr. SPARKMAN. As I recall, in his
testimony before the committee Mr. Cole
said the President had given him a double
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directive. One directive, as I recall, was
to study the entire program as it was
actually being carried out. One reason
I mention this at this particular time
is that back in the closing days of the
last Congress a subcommitiee of the
House Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, under the chairmanship of Rep-
resentative Rains, from my State of Ala-
bama, made a study of some of the hous-
ing problems, particularly as they re-
lated to veterans. By the way, Mr. Cole
was a member of that subcommittee.
He voiced' considerable complaint with
reference to certain practices by some
of the builders and others engaged in the
housing program. I wonder if Mr. Cole
intends to carry out the recommenda-
tions for such a study which were made
by the subcommittee of which he him-
self was a member.

Mr. TAFT. Ididnot discuss that ques-
tion with Mr. Cole; I do not believe I can
give the Senator any personal assur-
ances. However, if I once study a matter
in committee, certain thoughts remain in
my mind, and I must pursue them fur-
ther. I have no doubt Mr. Cole will do
the same.

Mr. SPAREMAN. I asked him about
that report in the course of the commit-
tee hearings, and he said he agreed with
it

I should like to make one further ob-
servation, if the Senator from Qhio will
allow me to do so on his time.

Mr, TAFT. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. SPARKMAN. While I was not
completely pleased with all of the re- .
sponses which Mr. Cole gave to the com-
mittee, I did receive the very definite
impression that he was trying to assure
us that he would honestly administer the
law as Congress enacted it, and that he
would not, so to speak, throw any mon-
key wrenches into the law. My conclu-
sion was that we might expect to see him
carry it out. ;

Mr. TAFT. Iam sure the Senator can
count on such assurances.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, TAFT, I yield.

Mr. MAYBANE. I was very happy to
hear Mr. Cole say that he was going to
follow the directives from the adminis-
tration and make certain investigations.

The Senator from Ohio knows of the
tremendous impact of housing upon the
economy of this Nation. We now have
in guaranteed FHA and HHFA loans
between $10 billion and $12 billion.
Something must be done. I hope we
may have a special agency for housing.
As I told Mr. Cole when he was on the
stand, it is the biggest thing in the coun-
try. The Army is building housing.
The Navy is building housing, The
Army engineers are building housing.
The Guam Commission is building hous-
ing. Housing is being constructed in
Alaska, and in many other places.
There should be a concentration of
effort. In my opinion, there should be a
reorganization of the Housing and Home
Finance Agency. Above all things, we
could save more money by properly op-
erating the housing agencies of the
United States than we could save in any
other field except that of national de-
fense. I am glad to hear that Mr. Cole
intends to look into the subject, I hope
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he will do s0. He will find plenty of
places where consolidations may be ef-
fected, and where money may be saved.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, I
am glad this afternoon to speak briefly
in favor of the nomination which the
President has sent to the Senate, that of
Albert M. Cole to be Housing and Home
Finance Administrator. Mr. Cole is a
former Representative in Congress from
the First Congressional District of my
State of Kansas.

Mr. President, I well realize that there
is room for honest difference of opinion
with reference to qualifications of men
who are nominated for key positions in
the Government. I am well aware of
the fact that not only on the floor of
the Senate but in the press on many
occasions men are criticized for not be-
ing completely expansive and detailed in
all their approaches to the problems
which they must consider when they
administer laws passed by Congress. I
know that some Senators have criticized
this nomination because they do not
know in every particular where Albert
Cole stands on all phases of public
housing. That, however, is not all of
his responsibilities.

Mr, President, from my acquaintance
with Albert Cole I know he is not going
to hide behind anyone, but that he will
always be out in the open. He has told
us frankly where he stands and the rea-
son for his stand. While he was much
more conservative than the senior Szn-
ator from Eansas in his feelings with

- respect to certain housing bills, I do

know where Albert Cole stands. I can
say to the Members of this body that
Albert Cole is an honest, efficient, forth-
right man. He understands—and I am
sure this is a virtue—that he must ad-
minister the laws as they are passed by
Congress and that he must look to the
legislative branch of the Government for
direction as to .the laws under which
he operates. Congress legislates; he
administers. :

Albert Cole has stated unequivocally
many times in his testimony before the
Committee on Banking and Currency
that if he were named Administrator of
the agency he would support the posi-
tion of Congress in administering the
laws passed by it. t

I need not elaborate, but we have on
many occasions passed legislation and
then questioned whether the legislation
was being properly administered accord-
ing to the intent of Congress. I stand
here to testify in behalf of Albert Cole
on many questions that may be raised,
but on one particularly, and that is that
from my acquaintanceship with him over
many years, and as shown by his testi-
mony before the Committee on Banking
and Currency, I am convinced that he
will faithfully administer the laws passed
by Congress, and will carry out the di-
rectives of Congress.

As I said a moment ago, he may not
have agreed always with the senior Sen-
ator from Kansas in some of his views,
but that is an entirely different proposi-
tion from how he will administer the law
once his nomination is confirmed by the
Senate. He has stated candidly to the
Committee on Banking and Currency
that he will execute the laws passed by
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Congress. He means that and he should
be commended for that position.

Mr. President, I wish to go on record
on at least two or three phases of this
subject. I am glad that my colleague
from Kansas made a correction of the
REecorp a short time ago with respect to
a statement made by the distinguished
Senator from Minnesota.

The Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Morskg] read only a portion of Mr. Cole's
statement. I believe the complete an-
swer of Mr. Cole is rather illuminating.
It appears on page 4 of the hearings be-
fore the Committee on Banking and
Currency. I refer to the point where
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER]
asked a question of Mr. Cole. A part of
Mr, Cole’s answer was quoted by the
Senator from Oregon, I read the re-
mainder of his answer:

There are times, of course, when the Gov-
ernment wants to do a job in housing as it
does in many other segments of our national
life and our economy, so I would say “Yes"—

He was referring to the Government'’s
position in the public-housing field—

I would say “Yes," when conditions war-
rant it, there should be a gradual decrease
of Government activity itself directed toward
housing. Do not misunderstand me, sir.
I think we have a tremendous possibility in
thls country to expand housing for the peo-
ple of this country, and for all classes of
people. For low-income people, for middle-
income people, and for the other people.

I think we have barely touched the possi-
bilities, As I envisage the housing program,
it is one of advancement, one of progression.

I hope, if I am Administrator, I can carry
out that particular idea.

Mr. President, does that statement
mean that Mr. Cole is opposed to public
housing, or that he is opposed to the
attitude expressed by Congress when it
enacts specific provisions with respect
to public housing? It does not. I say
he is not against public housing as pro-
vided by the Congress. I know Mr. Cole
well enough to say that when he stated
to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency that he would carry out that law,
that is exactly what he meant and is
what he will do.

Mr. President, I have heard on the
floor of the Senate criticism directed
against men who had been nominated
to fill Cabinet posts in the present ad-
ministration because they would not
elaborate on all phases of the question
as to how they would administer their
responsible positions. I say to my col-
leagues in the Senate that Albert Cole
will administer the law according to the
intent of Congress. To do so, might in
some respects, be repugnant to what his
ideas were when he was representing a
congressional district in Kansas, but that
is something else. At least he was can-
did enough to say what his position was
at the time.

I appreciate the fact immensely that
men who served with Albert Cole in the
House of Representatives and who are
now Members of this body have stated
that he is an honest and forthright man
and that they do not question his mo-
tives. Probably it is a little too much
to assume, if his nomination should be
confirmed, that he will carry out every
detail in accordance with the views of
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persons who feel otherwise, or who might
feel that more public housing should be
provided, but I can say to my colleagues
that Albert Cole will do a good job, an
honest job, and a forthright job, and
that he will not circumvent the will of
Congress.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will eall the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Alken Hendrickson  McCarthy
Anderson Hennings McClellan
Barrett Hickenlooper Millikin
Beall Hill Monroney
Bennett Hoey Morse

Bush Holland Murray
Butler, Nebr, Humphrey Neely

Byrd Hunt Payne
Capehart Ives . Potter
Carlson Jackson Purtell
Case Jenner Robertson
Chavez Johnson, Colo. Saltonstall
Clements Johnson, Tex. Schoeppel
Cooper Johnston, S, C. Smith, Maine
Cordon Eefauver Smith, N. J.
Dirksen Kennedy Smith, N. C.
Duff Eerr Sparkman
Dworshak Knowland Stennis
Ellender Euchel Symington
Ferguson Langer Taft

Frear Lehman Thye
Fulbright Long Tobey
George Magnuson Watkins
Goldwater Malone ‘Welker
Gore Mansfield Williams
Green Martin Young
Griswold Maybank

Hayden MeCarran

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo-
rum is present.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Albert M. Cole, of Kansas, to be the
Housing and Home Finance Administra-
tor?

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
should like to take a few minutes of the
time of the Senate to speak on this
nomination.

First, I should like to say that today
some Senators have touched upon only
a very, very small portion of the duties
of the position to which Mr. Cole has
been nominated. I hold in my hand a
list of only a portion of those duties,
and I shall read from the list. The Ad-
ministrator of the Housing and Home
Finance Agency is not only Admin-
istrator of Federal Housing, but he also
has charge of the Public Housing Admin-
istration, the Home Loan Bank Board,
the Federal Home Loan Bank System,
the Federal National Mortgage Associa-
tion, the prefabricated housing loan
program, the community facilities pro-
gram, the Alaskan housing program, the
slum clearance and urban redevelop-
ment program, the research program,
the college housing loan program, the
farm labor housing program, the de-
fense housing and defense community
program, the management of the hous-
ing program for World War veterans,
the management of 42 PWA housing
projects. I could go on and on in read-
ing the list. I think there are approxi-
mately 40 agencies which come under
the Administrator of the Housing and
Home Finance Agency.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Indiana yield to me?

Mr. CAPEHART. 1 yield.
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Mr. BYRD. Does not the Senator
from Indiana think that about half
those agencies should be eliminated?

Mr. CAPEHART. Ina moment Ishall
have something to say about that.

Mr. President, Mr. Cole, the nominee,
after his nomination is confirmed, will
administer, as did Mr. Foley, who pre-
ceded him, these many, many agencies
I have not named all of them, by any
means. Many of them no doubt should
be coordinated or entirely eliminated at
this time; no one knows exactly what is
best to be done in that connection.
However, someone should examine the
situation. It is the intention of the
President of the United States to do so,
and to advise Congress of his recommen-
dations.

So when Senators say that Mr. Cole
was opposed to public housing, they are
mentioning only one small portion of the
duties of the Administrator of the Hous-
ing and Home Finance Agency.

Mr. Cole did vote against public hous-
ing; he himself admitted that he did.
His record is clear. When he came be-
fore our committee, he did not hesitate
to say that he had voted against public
housing., He knew he had, and we knew
he had, and he did not attempt to deny
doing so. :

I wish to call attention to the fact that
one of our most able Senators, who is
not on the floor at the moment, sup-
ported a certain candidate for President
of the United States; but when the time
came to vote, that Senator decided that
he had changed his mind.

Perhaps Mr. Cole may decide to
change his mind in respect to public
housing; I do not know about that. In
any event, there was no testimony before
our committee to the effect that Mr. Cole
was not able, that he was not honest,
that he was not a good administrator,
that he had not had experience.

The only adverse testimony was to the
effect that, as a Representative, he had
voted against public housing, as he had a
perfect right to do if that was the way he
felt about it. He frankly admitted his
opposition. He told us before the com-
mittee that he would administer the
laws on the statute books as written, and
would follow the intent of Congress. He
also told us something which I person-
ally like very much; namely, that he
would not spend the taxpayers' money
on propagandizing. either for or against
public housing, but would devote himself
to being a good administrator, and would
not spend his time propagandizing
against certain Senators or Representa-
tives, or for or against any proposed
legislation.

Mr. President, it is possible a better
man might have been found, but we are
called upon to vote on the nomination
of at least an honest man and an ex-
perienced man, who has been appointed
to a very important position and who
will have administrative control not
merely of the one agency which handles
public housing, but of many agencies.

Now that all Senators who do not like
Mr. Cole’s record on public housing have
been heard—and I can well understand
their position—with the promise we have
from Mr. Cole that he will administer
the law, and that he is not now against
public housing, let us confirm his nomi-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

nation. He may have made a mistake,
just as our able colleague in the Senate
made a mistake, in my opinion, in ad-
vocating the candidacy of a certain man
for President, and then, when the time
came for supporting him, he had changed
his mind. We all make mistakes. I
cannot speak for Mr. Cole, but perhaps
when he is placed in charge of public
housing and slum clearance he may be-
come g great enthusiast for those causes.
I do not know about that; I cannot speak
for him. I do feel that he will make a
good administrator. There is at least one
thing we do know, namely, where he
stands. We are not buying a cat in a
bag. As a result of what was said in
the hearings and what has been said on
the floor of the Senate today, I have an
idea that Mr. Cole will make a better
administrator hecause of the experience
he has had in the past.

I ask each and every Senator to vote
for the confirmation of Mr. Cole’s nomi-
nation. The office to which Mr. Cole
has been appointed is an important one,
and I urge that we get 100 percent be-
hind the nominee, because I honestly be-
lieve he will be called upon to fill the
most important position in Washington.
He will handle more money and will
have more agencies under his control
than any other officer of the Govern-
ment. Furthermore, in my opinion, it
is the toughest job in Washington, with
the possible exception of that of Presi-
dent. It is a difficult position, and I
do not know why anyone would seek to
be appointed to it. Personally, I would
not want the office, and I imagine that
the President of the United States had
difficulty in finding a man of experience
who would accept the appointment.

So I appeal to Senators, now that we
have listened to their objections, to get
behind the nomination. All who have
spoken have admitted that Mr. Cole is
honest, that he is frank, that he would
be a good administrator. So I urge my
colleagues to eliminate the yea-and-
nay vote and confirm the nomination
unanimously.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Albert M.
Cole, of Kansas, to be Administrator of
the Housing and Home Finance Agency?
The yeas and nays have been ordered,
and the clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iannounce that
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BrickEr],
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Bripces], and the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. BuTLER] are necessarily ab-
sent. If present and voting, the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. Bricker] and the Sena-
for from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIpGEs]
would each vote “yea.” .

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Frawpersl, the Senator from South Da-
kota [Mr. MunpT], and the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. WiLEY] are absent on of=
ficial business. If present and voting, the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. MunpT]
and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLey] would each vote “yea.” g

Mr. CLEMENTS. I announce that
the Senator from Texas [Mr. DawNIerl
and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gir-
1LETTE] are absent because of illness in
their families.
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The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Douc-
1as], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Eastranp], the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. KirLcorel, the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. PasTore]l, the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. RusseLL], and the
Senator from Florida (Mr. SMATHERS]
are absent on official business.

I announce further that on this vote
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoucrLas]
is paired with the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. GirrerTel, If present and voting,
the Senator from Illinois would vote
“nay,” and the Senator from Iowa would
vote “yea.”

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Kicore] is paired on this vote with the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Russerr]. If
present and voting, the Senator from
‘West Virginia would vote “nay,” and the
Senator from Georgia would vote “yea.”

If present and voting, the Senator from
Florida [Mr. SwmatHERS] would vote
uyea-u

The result was announced—yeas 64,
nays 18, as follows:

YEAS—64

Alken Griswold MeClellan
Barrett Hayden Millikin
Beall Hendrickson Monroney
Bennett Hickenlooper Payne

ush Hoey Potter
Butler, Nebr. Holland Purtell
Byrd Hunt Robertson
Capehart Ives Saltonstall
Carlson Jenner Schoeppel
Case Johnson, Tex. BSmith, Malne
Chavez Johnston, 8. C. Smith, N. J.
Clements Kefauver Smith, N. C.
Cordon Kerr Sparkman
Dirksen Enowland Stennis
Dufr Euchel Taft
Dworshak Langer Thye
Ellender Long Watkins
Ferguson Malone Welker
Frear Martin Willlams
George Maybank Young
Goldwater McCarran
Gore McCarthy

NAYS—18
Anderson Humphrey Mansfield
Cooper Jackson Morse
Fulbright Johnson, Colo, Murray
Green Kennedy Neely
Hennings Lehman Symington
Hill Magnuson Tobey
NOT VOTING—14

Bricker Eastland Pastore
Bridges Flanders Russell
Butler, Md. Gillette Smathers
Daniel Kilgore Wiley
Douglas Mundt

So the nomination was confirmed.

THE ARMY

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Clerk will state the next nomination on
the calendar.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Lt. Gen. Lewis Andrew Pick
08096, Army of the United States (major
general, U. S. Army, retired), for ad-
vancement to the grade of lieutenant
general on the retired list under the pro-
visions of subsection 504 (d) of the Offi-
cer Personnel Act of 1947.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

AIR FORCE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Lt. Gen. Hubert Reilly Harmon,
to be major general (Regular Air Force),
United States Air Force, to be advanced
on the retired list to the grade of lieu-
tenant general and effective March 1,
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1953, to be senior Air Force member,
Military Staff Committee, United Na-
tions, with the rank of lieutenant general
and date of rank from January 19, 1948,
under the provisions of section 504, Offi-
cer Personnel Act of 1947.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With=
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Lt. Gen Elwood Richard Quesada
to be lieutenant general.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Lt. Gen. Idwal Hubert Edwards
to be lieutenant general.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Lt. Gen. William Ellsworth EKep-
ner to be lieutenant general.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I ask that
the President be notified of all nomina-
tions confirmed today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be notified
of all nominations confirmed this day.

PROBLEM OF OVERLAPPING TAXES
AND FUNCTIONS IN GOVERNMENT

Mr. HENDRICKESON. Mr. President,
as my colleagues know, I have been in-
terested for a number of years in the
difficult problem of overlapping taxes
and functions among the three levels of
Government—Federal, State and local.
The latest of several bills I have offered
in the Senate to set up a study Commis-
sion on Intergovernmental Relations was
introduced on January 16, 1953, and is
numbered S. 526.

There appears in the Washington Sun-
day Star of March 8, an article effec-
tively describing the nature of the prob-
lem, its complexities and its future out-
look. I ask unanimous consent that this
article be included in the REcorp at this
point in my remarks. I commend it to
the attention of my colleagues as a
worthwhile discourse on a long-standing,
but outstanding, problem of Government.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Frxinc TAX OVERLAP INEFFICIENCIES Is EASIER
Samm TeEAN DONE
(By Earl H. Voss)

Overlapping Federal, State, and local taxes
have, over the past 40 years, caused many a
frustration for the downtrodden American
taxpayer, whose income and purchases some=
times are subject to assessment from 2,
8, or 4 governmental units. Every so often
the area of overlap has to be pruned. That
time has come around again and politicians
on all levels of government are getting set for
the assault.

Both the Republican administration and
the Democrats on Capitol Hill are aware of
the problem. It was studied at some length
a year ago. President Eisenhower set up
a White House conference recently to study
the whole broad field of intergovernmental
relationships.

The administration seems agreed that the
first step in removing the undesirable overlap
is a thorough study of the whole complicated
picture., There already is a bill before Con-
gress to set up a study commission. It has
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been sponsored in the last several Congresses
by Senator HENDRICESON, Republican, of New
Jersey. This year 10 other Senators have
joined him as copsonsors. Senator HEN-
DRICKSON has been interested in the conflict-
ing government functions and taxing au-
thorities since he was in the Btate legisla-
ture in New Jersey. Another New Jersey
official, Gov. Alfred E. Driscoll, has been
a leader in the movement for better coordi-
nation between the various levels of govern-
ment,
LITTLE OVERLAP UNTIL 1913

Up until 19138 there was comparatively lit-
tle overlap in the American tax system. The
Federal Government got all the revenue it
needed from customs—which States were
forbidden to levy—and from excises on liquor
and tobacco, which the States had not yet
begun to tap to any great extent. The
States, counties, and cities got theirs from
property taxes.

As government costs went up in the tense
period before World War I, however, all levels
of government started looking around for
new revenue sources. By the 16th amend-
ment to the Constitution, the Federal Gov-
ernment started taxing incomes. A very few
States followed sult immediately, but most
of them met their expenses by levylng excise
taxes on selected commodities.

It was not until the great depression that
the States and cities found themselves hard-
pressed for revenue. They tried general sales
taxes, but still could not bring in enough
money to meet their expanding expenses.,
The Federal Government finally stepped in
to provide them direct assistance, in the form
of loans or grants-in-ald for relief and
work programs during the depression.

Just before World War II there was heavy
pressure for doing away with conflicting
taxation. But when the war broke out, State
and local tax ylelds increased greatly. Lower
levels of government could pay their own
way again. The pressure eased until after
the war. Meantime, the Federal Govern-
ment was expanding the range of its taxes.
And after the war, the overlap hurt States
and cities that much harder,

The following table shows how Federal,
State, and local tax-revenue sources over-
lapped in 1850 (in millions of dollars) :

Fed-

Tax aral Btate | Local
Individual incomes. . ..ccaaee- $25, 885 $754 $64
Corporation incomes. . 26, 230 586 7
Bales 4, 670 484
0 811 7, 065
171 4
1,028 3
1,450 383
8, 040 8,002

The sales-tax category in the above table
applies to such things as gasoline, tobacco
products, stamps, alcoholic beverages, gifts,
admissions, and amusements,

States get most of their revenue from
sales taxes, while local governments depend
malinly on property taxes.

EIGHTY PERCENT TO UNITED STATES

The Federal Government got B0 percent
of all the revenue collected in 1950; the
States got 11 percent; and local governments,
9 percent.

The search for more revenue by all levels
of Government tends to increase the areas
of overlapping. In 1951 more than half of
the 46 States whose legislatures were in ses-
sion ralsed at least one major tax.

EXCLUSIVE AREAS?

Each time the issue of tax overlap has
come up there have been some who want
to move sharply in the opposite direction.
They want to stake out exclusive areas for
Federal, State, county, and city governments
to levy taxes, This would simplify book=-
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keeping all around, but it wouldn't be very
practical. Some economic areas are strong
enough to stand the load of two or three
governments' taxes. Other areas cannot pro-
duce enough revenue for even one. There
Just are not enough strong taxable areas to
go around.

Beparation of sources, as it is called, also
would cause an unequal distribution of tax
revenues in many areas. The present system
tends to protect States with predominantly
low-income taxpayers. It gives them serv-
ices similar to those enjoyed by States with
more high-income taxpayers. Separation
of the sources of revenue might work hard-
ships on the poorer States.

On the other hand, there are definite
abuses in the overlapping-taxation tech-
nigque. In Alabama, for instance, people are
taxed four times on the same item: Federal,
State, county, and city governments, all tax
gasoline.

Besides being four times as vexatious es
any single assessment, such tax overlaps have
these disadvantages:

They tend to concentrate taxes unduly on
a few economic areas, risking distortion In
the national productive pattern.

They raise the cost of administering taxes
by adding new corps of administrators to
Government payrolls.

They harass taxpayers themselves and con=
sume their time and effort filling out 2 or
3 tax forms on the same item.

They 1limit local governments' areas of
taxation,

If separating tax sources 1s not the way
to avold the evils of tax overlapping, what is?
The Treasury Department had some definite
ideas last year,

DEMOCRATIC SUGGESTIONS

Here is a list of the methods the then
Democratic Treasury Department outlined:

1. Tax sharing. In general, the Federal
Government would collect certain taxes and
share the take with States and their sub-
divisions. This is not possible in some
cases. On cigarettes, for instance, State
taxes vary from 1 to 8 cents a pack. The
Federal Government would have to give all
States the same percentage cut of the reve-
nue. Those States which have high ciga-
rette taxes would have to find replacement
revenue if their total take were reduced.

2. Deductibility. Omne jurisdiction often
allows deduction of other jurisdictions’ taxes.
For instance, Federal income taxpayers are
allowed to deduct State income tazes from
their taxable incomes. BSome States allow
similar deduction of Federal taxes. This
becomes significant only in the higher income
brackets.

3. Tax credits. Taxpayers would be ale
lowed to claim taxes paild to States as a
partial credit agalnst Federal tax liability.
This device has been used in transfer taxes
at death, or in unemployment-insurance
taxes.

4, Uniformity of tax bases and methods
of computing taxes. States are now moving
to make their definitions of taxable income
coincide with Federal definitions. Some
States peg their income taxes to Federal
taxes, taking, for example, 10 percent of the
Federal levy.

5. Administrative cooperation. All levels
of Government exchange audit information,
and cooperate in other areas of tax admin-
istration. The areas could be expanded, thus
reducing the costs of administering the
taxes.

SOME NOW IN USE

As will be noted from the above 1list, many
of the methods of reducing the conflict
among tax jurisdictions are already being
used on & limited scale. These methods
have come into use quietly, without fanfare
or legislation.

The Treasury Department (then wunder
Democratic leadership) thought last year

that this kind of constant chipping away
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at the most flagrant overlap abuses—without
upsetting the infinitely complex tax system—
was the way to handle the problem. Leg-
islation, the Department seemed to think,
might not be flexible enough to keep up
with the changing economy.

The Republicans are expected to get
around to studying the problem soon. They
are committed in their platform and by
their campaigns to take some of the pain
out of taxes. But there is little likelihood
that anything definite will be done to re-
lieve tax overlap inefliciencies for a year or
two. The issue is too complex,

PATIENCE IS POWER—ARTICLE BY
GEN. OMAR N. BRADLEY

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President,
America has been blessed by great lead-
ers throughout its history. To my mind
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, Gen. Omar N. Bradley, ranks in
the forefront of those great men who
in our hour of need and peril have given
us wise and prudent guidance. His
brilliant and heroic leadership during
World War II is a glorious chapter in
the history of this Nation. In these
postwar years he has conducted himself
in the same manner and spirit. He is
indeed both a soldier and statesman.

In a recent issue of This Week maga-
zine, the editorial page presented a guest
article by General Bradley entitled
“Patience Is Power.” In these few short
paragraphs this distinguished soldier-
statesman has given to all Americans
a philosophy and perspective needed in
these trying times. Cutting through the
technical, political, and military prob-
lems that beset the world, General Brad-
ley has stated simply but profoundly
a philosophy that should give us new
hope and courage. It is a message of
faith, patience, and strength. I com-
mend it to my colleagues, and to the
study and attention of free men every-
where.

I ask unanimous consent that the
article be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

“Patience Is Power"
(By Gen. Omar N. Bradley)

Before my father died, when I was very
young, he used to say, “Be patient, son.”
I guess every father has said that to every
gon many times. It took me many years
to understand it. I first learned what he
meant when I tried to fish in a hurry. I
found that it doesn't work. For a boy to
catch a fish with an angleworm, he has to
carefully seek out and find the worms.
Then he has to bait the hook and patiently
wait for a fish to take the lure. He has to be
calm and quiet. Most of all, to fish suc-
cessfully, he has to keep trying.

An old friend of my father, trying to ex-
plain what he meant in later years, used to
say that he didn't mean “sittin’ patience,”
he meant “workin’ patience.” In other
words, whatever your goal, don't sit and
wait, but keep working at it. As a Natlon,
we Americans must learn that lesson.

The patience of free men has been sorely
tried. Having done what we consider to be
honorable and upright, both with our war-
time allles and our present friends, we are
hurt—and disillusioned—to find that peace
is not ours.

By our own human standards, we have
given generously. By our most Christian
standards, we have acted as well as we knew
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how. In our faith, we have believed that
men are meant to be free. We have pledged
every effort toward rebuilding a stable world,
aiding both our friends and our former
enemies, We have helped to reestablish our
former enemies—Japan and Germany—in
the ways of democracy. We have searched
out the refugees to help them; and we have
tried to get along with every race, every
creed, every political belief, We have joined
the United Nations, sponsored the Marshall
plan, and even broken our tradition to join
an alliance in peacetime for the defense of
Europe—NATO.

We have given our resources, our energies,
our ideals, and hopes to the cause of free-
dom. And yet peace is not abroad in the
world. And our sons die on the battlefield
again, this time in a far-off, remote corner
of the world.

In our hearts, many of us can't help but
repeat the anguished cry of Habakkuk, the
prophet: “O Lord, how long shall I cry, and
Thou wilt not hear? Even cry out unto Thee
of viclence and Thou wilt not save.”

At such a rmoment, and in such a mood, we
need more than ever before the steadying
force of patience.

For the second time—this time with the
new President—I have visited our soldiers,
sallors, and airmen in Korea. They are
anxious for an end to the fighting—they
are pledged more deeply than any of us to a
dedicated peace. But they do not want to
quit, nor to appease the Communist trans-
gression.

From them, we can learn the lesson: pa=
tlence is a commodity as important as power.
If we are patient our power won't be mis-
applied. Also, if we are powerful, we can
always afford to be patient.

Patience, in itself, is not a policy. But
patient steadfastness, in principle and in ac-
tion, is an essential ingredient of good lead-
ership.

If our determination for freedom is as
great as the Communist desire for tyranny,
we will always rally good men to our bet-
ter cause. Communism as a political system
has lasted less than 40 years.

This Nation, founded on the Christian
ideal for every man, has lasted almost 200
years.

Christianity itself, with the help of faith-
ful men, has lasted almost 2,000 years.

There is no chance of failure unless it be
through haste. Resourceful patience on our
part can help the world pluck security and
peace out of the present nettlesome danger.

ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY

Mr. TAFT. I move that the Senate
adjourn until Wednesday, March 11, at
12 o’clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at
4 o'clock and 1 minute p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until Wednesday, March
11, 1953, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 9, 1953:
In THE Navy
The following-named women officers of the
Navy for permanent promotion to the grade
of commander in the corps indicated, sub-
Ject to qualification therefor as provided by
law:
MEDICAL CORPS
Norma C. Furtos
_ SUPPLY CORPS
Dorothy M. Quinn.
The following-named officers of the Navy
for permanent promotion to the grade of
leutenant (junior grade) in the line and
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staff corps Indicated, subject to qualification
therefor as provided by law:

LINE
Edgar E. Lofton
Preston Luke
Frederick C. Marshall
John E. Marshall
Daniel N. Mealy
Robert E. Morgan
Charles P, Moore
Fred S. Newman
Robert D. Norman
William R. O'Connell
Louis C. Page, Jr.
James H. Pressley, Jr.
Harold A. Riedl
George G. Russell
William G. Sizemore
Gordon H. Smith :
Donald E. Sparks
Robert G. Stammer=
john
Charles A. L. Swanson
Benjamin W. Taylor
Harold L. Terry
Harry E. Thomas
Richard G. Thomson
Willlam E. Tillerson
Ralph J. Touch
Marland W. Townsend
Dennis A. Tuck
John H. Wachtel
Edwin 8. Wallace, Jr.
Albert J. Weil
Henry T. White

John Abbott

James J. Ash
Eenneth W. Atkinson
Keith R. Bare

Albert T. Barr
Robert E. Bennett
Joseph Brecka, Jr.
Warran R. Brown
Richard B. Campbell
Charles C. Carter
Thomas M. Castner
William E. Clark
James C. Clarke
Robert J, Duffy
James R. Edixon
Kenneth E. Enney
Jack E. Everling
Harry N. Farnsworth
Robert W. Fero, Jr.
Arthur 8. Fusco
Willlam M. Golding
Jerome E. Hamill
Martin H, Henry
Robert A. Holden
John C. Humphrey
Roy T. Hynes
Robert N. Johnson
Francis N. Jones
Isaac F. Jones

Paul T. Earschnia
Jack E. Eeller
Edward J. Klapka
Edward V. Laney, Jr. George H. Willey
Robert L. Leydon Willlam O. Wirt

NURSE CORPS

Irene N. Dowe Mary V. Redfern
Dorothy 8. Mathewson Clarissa M. Shaw
Rose M. Miller

The following-named line ensigns of the
Navy for permanent appointment in the
Civil Engineer Corps of the Navy:
Richard J. Biederman Ward W. DeGroot III
Carl Courtright Robert L. Jones
Walter E. Davis, Jr. Warren G. Stevens

The following-named warrant officer of
the Navy for permanent appointment to the
grade of commissioned warrant officer as
indicated, subject to qualification therefor
as provided by law:

CHIEF CARPENTER

Naaman Dingness

IN THE MARINE CORPS

The following-named officer of the Marine
Corps for permanent appointment to the
grade of major general:

William O. Brice

The following-named officer of the Marine

for permanent appointment to the
grade of brigadier general:

Willlam J., Scheyer

The following-named officers of the Marine
Corps for temporary appointment to the-
grade of major general:

Randolph McC. Pate George F. Good, Jr.
Clayton C. Jerome Merrill B. Twining
James A. Btuart 3

The following-named officers of the Marine
Corps for temporary appointment to the
grade of brigadier general:

Frank D, Welir Ion M. Bethel
Alexander W. KEreiser,Nels H. Nelson

Jr. David M. Shoup
Wilburt 8. Brown Francis B. Loomis, Jr.
John N. Hart

CONFIRMATIONS
Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate March 9, 1953:
HousiNg AND HOME FINANCE ADMINISTRATION

Albert M. Cole, of Kansas, to be Housing
and Home Finance Administrator,
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IN THE ARMY

Lt. Gen. Lewis Andrew Pick, 08096, Army
of the United States (major general, U. 8.
Army, retired), for advancement to the grade
of lleutenant general on the retired list under
the provisions of subsection 504 (d) of the
Officer Personnel Act of 1947.

In THE Ar FORCE

Lt. Gen. Hubert Reilly Harmon, 18A, major
general (Regular Air Force), United States
Air Force, to be advanced on the retired list
to the grade of lieutenant general and effec~
tive March 1, 1953, to be senior Air Force
member, Military Staff Committee, United
Natlons, with rank of lieutenant general and
date of rank from January 19, 1948, under
the provisions of section 504, Officer Person-
nel Act of 1947,

The following-named officers to be ad=-
vanced on the retired list to the grade of
lieutenant general under the provisions of
subsection 504 (d) of the Officer Personnel
Act of 1947:

To be lieutenant generals

Lt. Gen. Elwood Richard Quesada, 50A.

Lt. Gen. Idwal Hubert Edwards, 11A.

Lt. Gen. William Ellsworth Eepner, GA.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monpay, MarcH 9, 1953

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D. D, offered the following prayer:

Almrighty and ever-blessed God, who
art always placing at our disposal the
inexhaustible resources of Thy grace,
may we daily appropriate our blessings
with a greater sense of our absolute de-
pendence upon Thee.

Grant that in all our plans and pro-
grams for the welfare of our beloved
country and the world we may under-
stand more clearly that we can never
solve the many problems of humanity on
a purely economic basis, for man does
not live by bread alone.

We know very well that mankind
needs food and clothing, but we peni-
tently confess that we so frequently fail
to heed the exhortation of our blessed
Lord to seek first the kingdom of God
and His righteousness.

May this be a day when we shall set
ourselves anew to the glorious task of
bringing to fulfillment the eternal truths
of the fatherhood of God and the broth-
erhood of man.

Hear us in the name of the Christ, who
is the way, the truth, and the life. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
Thursday, March 5, 1953, was read and
approved.

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr, Speak-
er, I take this time for the purpose of
announcing that the Subcommittee on
Appropriations for the Armed Services
will be glad to hear from any Member
of the House on either Thursday or Fri-
day of this week, The committee will
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welcome the testimony of anyone who
can be helpful in bringing about econ-
omy and efficiency in this field.

It is suggested that anyone desiring
to appear before the commitfee advise
the clerk of the committee so that a
time may be fixed. The clerk is Mr.
Orescan, branch 288 of the Capitol

UNJUST CRITICISM OF CONGRES-
SIONAL INVESTIGATIONS

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I see
by the weekend papers that the critics
of Messrs. McCARTHY, JENNER, and VELDE
are as active as ever. I specifically refer
to Mr. Elmer Davis, wartime head of the
Office of War Information here in Wash-
ington.

It is obviously a waste of time, as well
as being unnecessary, to attempt to
answer every leftwing columnist and
speaker who attacks congressional meth-
ods of investigation and chairmen of
such committees, But I think it is
proper to make a distinction between
a vociferous group of gentlemen of the
cloth who, given the benefit of the doubt,
may be sincere in their motives but are
completely misguided as to their facts.
I say it is proper here to make a dis-
tinction between such individuals on the
one hand and a gentleman such as Mr.
Davis on the other. Criticism of con-
gressional investigators of communism
may be justified by some, but it comes
with singular bad grace on the part of
Mr. Davis who was head of a wartime
organization notorious for the Ilarge
numbers of pinks, dupes, and fellow
travelers among its personnel, The OWI
consistently adopted a pro-Soviet atti-
tude throughout Mr. Davis’ incumbency
and, unfortunately, when it was ab-
sorbed by the State Department, a large
part of its un-American element went
along with it—into the Voice of Amer-
ica and other international information
agencies. Mr. Davis, therefore, should
probably be the last person in the world
to open his mouth in protest against the
methods of congressional committees in-
vestigating Communist activities. Can
it be he fears possible revelations by
such groups?

OHIO’S SESQUICENTENNIAL

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, this year
the State of Ohio is observing its ses-
quicentennial. Although Congress has
not yet formally admitted the Buckeye
State into the Union, we are acting as if
we are full-fledeed members of the
Nation,

Mareh 9

I have been swamped with letters ask-
ing that our Federal taxes be refunded
on the ground that we are not properly
included among the States, and if any-
thing can be done along this line, I could
probably be elected president of the first
republic of Ohio. Nevertheless, we are
anxiously knocking at the door, hoping
that Ohio will beat Hawaii into the
Union.

SOVIET PREMIER MALENEKOV

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
‘Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin, Mr, Speak-
er, there is news this morning.

Under a Moscow dateline today there
is the following report:

Soviet Premier Georgi M. Malenkov,
speaking at the funeral of Josef Stalin, said
his new government’s policy was peaceful
coexistence for capitalism and socialism.

“In the sphere of foreign policy, our main
care consists of not permitting a new war
and in living in peace with all countries,”
Malenkov said in his first statement on for-
elgn and domestic policy.

Mr. Speaker, the free world should
take Malenkov at his word. Here is an
opportunity to make him fish or cut
bait. Let us find out if he means what
he says.

President Eisenhower should immedi-
ately accept this challenge and offer to
meet Malenkov and other representa-
tives of the great powers.

There is no time to lose. If the Soviet
is sincere, the doorway to peace may be
open.,

Let us find out.

INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX
REDUCTION

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend my remarks and include extraneous
matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
the repudiation of a preelection promise
made either by a political party or by an
individual to obtain public office creates
a moral responsibility., The refusal of
party candidates once they are elected
on'a promise made to get elected whether
it be a promise to reduce taxes or other
relief is a moral obligation to be faith-
fully discharged.

The great majority of the Members of
the House of Representatives who were
elected last November promised that if
elected they would reduce taxes.

In complianee with that promise I in=
troduced H. R. 1 to provide an 11 per-
cent tax relief by moving up the fer-
mination date of the individual income
taxes increased for the years 1951, 1952,
and 1953. Unless H. R. 1 is enacted into
law these increases will not expire until
December 31, 1953. H. R. 1 provides that
these increases will expire on June 30,
1953. The enactment of H. R. 1 is essen-
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